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Current Topics. 
The late Mr. J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P. 


By true sudden death of Mr. J. F. P. Rawurnson, K.C., 
the senior Member of Parliament for Cambridge University, 
the legal profession has lost a learned and widely respected 
member; the House of Commons is left without one whose 
voice, though infrequently heard, commanded the attention 
of all parties ; and the University of Cambridge mourns the 
loss of a distinguished son and a devoted servant. RAWLINSON 
was indeed a man of many parts. A distinguished scholar—he 
took a first-class in his Law Tripos, was Common Law Prizeman 
of the Inner Temple, and at one time Lecturer and Examiner 
in Law at Pembroke College, Cambridge, of which college he 
had for some years before his death been an Honorary Fellow; 
an outstanding sportsman, Ire played goalkeeper for Cambridge 
and England at Association football, and for the Old Etonians 
in the final tie of the Football Association Competition ; a 
keen educationalist—as proved by his watchfulness over 
educational matters before the House of Commons, and his 
association with and active participation in voluntary educa 
tional movements ; a successful practitioner and author of 
a well-known standard work—Rawlinson on “ The Municipal 
Corporation Acts.’’ His unbounded charity, his deep sym- 
pathy, and his ready and sound advice will be greatly missed 
in wide circles where he had won for himself general admiration 
and respect. 

Sir Benjamin Cherry’s Lectures. 

Tue Soxicitors’ Law Stationery Society have this week 
issued in book form the lectures delivered by Sir BENJAMIN 
Cuerry, at The Law Society’s Hall, and reported in Tue 
Soxicirors’ JouRNAL. The questions and answers at these 
lectures are also contained within the covers of the same 
book. Being classified under general headings the questions 
and answers are now made more accessible. This classification, 
together with a subject index to the lectures and questions, 
will, of course, prove of great assistance to the practitioner. 
Viscount HALDANE, in an interesting preface, gives a brief 
sketch of the history of the new legislation. There is no need 
to point out to our readers the practical value at this juncture 


of an authoritative exposition on the new conveyancing. | 


The book is an indispensable and inexpensive guide to all 
who are seriously grappling with the apparently ever-increasing 
difficulties of the new Acts. 


Fathers and the New Guardianship Act. 


Mr. Binciey has raised a further point on this statute. 
He calls attention to the new power of the mother to apply 
to a magistrate, and to the preamble of the Act as to equality 
and asks what power the father has to make such 
The question is not an easy one to answer. 


of the sexes ; 
an application. 
The new Act, save as to the marriage of infants, is to be con- 
strued as one with the original Guardianship Act of 1886 
(s. 11 (2)). Section 5 of the latter Act gave a mother power 
to apply to the High Court regarding the ¢ ustody of and right 
of access to her children—a power obviously not required by 
the father, who already had such matters in his own hands, 
and, if wrongfully deprived of a chil@, had the remedy of 
habeas corpus and needed no other. If, however, the court 
made an order under s. 5, the father could apply to vary it. 
The new Act empowers the mother to apply under s. 5 of the 
Act of 1886, notwithstanding that she is living with the father, 
and the latter has again power to apply to vary or discharge 
By s. 7 magistrates are given Juris- 


an order so made (s. 3). 
therein mentioned. 


diction in administering both Act 
Thus, once a wife has applied to a magistrate, the husband 
can do so to vary or discharge the order made. Supposing 
then one spouse wilfully deserts the other, taking a child or 
children away. In the case of a husband so offending the 
wife’s right to apply to a magistrate is clear. But what of the 
converse 2 The Act of 1886 only gave the father liberty to 
apply to the court after the mother had obtained an order, 
and the new statute does not in terms confer on a father an 
Section 2 provides 
as the father 


, Save as 


original power to apply to a magistrate. t 
that the mother shall have ‘ the like powers 

to apply to the court, and the question arises whether, having 
regard to the preamble, this by implication gives the father 
the like powers the mother. Statutory powers have 
sometimes been held to arise on implication, e.g., when a 
power was given to parishioners to elect an assistant overseer, 
provided that it should cease if the poor law guardians 
appointed an assistant overseer, it was held that, thus indirectly 


16 


as 
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poor law guardians were given power to make such an appoint 
ment. Again, in Cargo Ex Argos, 1872, L.R. 5, PC. 134, 
followed in “ The Alina,” 1880, 5 P.D. 227, it was held that a 
statute conferring certain jurisdic tion on county courts gave, 
by implication, both original and appellate jurisdiction to the 
Admiralty Court, though the consequences would be very 
inconvenient. Certainly, given the preamble to the new 
Guardianship Act, a magistrate would “ lean” to a deserted 
father whose wife had taken a child away with her, and, in 
fact, Mr. CLARKE Hawt has just held (20th inst.) on the 


reasoning above, that the Act gives him the requisite 


jurisdiction. 

What is an “ Issue.” 
Accorpine to Ord. 65, r. 2. ° 

raised upon a claim or counter claim. the costs of the several 


when issues in fact and law are 


issues respectively, both in law and fact, shall, unless otherwise 
ordered, follow the event.” Reid Hewitt & Co. v Joseph, 
1917, A.C. 717, is, perhaps, the leading case to which reference 
should be made for the meaning of this rule. It was there held 
that a party who, on the whole, succeeds will get the general 
costs of the action, but that where separate issues arise, 
whether under different causes of action, or under one cause 
of action, the costs of each issue will go to the party who succeeds 
thereon. That case aiso clearly indicates that an “issue” 
need not be one that goes to the whole cause of action, but 
that it includes “ any issue which has a direct and definite 
event in defeating the claim to judgment in whole or in 
part ” (cf., tb., at p. 755 On the other hand, it does not 
follow that every fact alleged or traversed or everv question 
left to the jury raises an issue, and an interesting illustration 
of this qualification of the rule is to be found in the recent 
case of Williams v. Stanle y Jones & Co., Ltd., 1926, W.N. 23. 
There an action by a traveller for payment of commission 
was, by consent, referred to the Official Referee. The plaintiff's 
claim was divided into various items, and different defences 
were set up by the defendants as to some of these items, on 
some of which the defendants were successful. The defendants 
had paid money into court, but the Official Referee held 
that they were liable to the extent of £15 over and above the 
amount paid in, and awarded the plaintiff the general costs 
of the action. The defendants contended that the various 
defences as to the various items on which they had succeeded 
constituted “* issues,”’ and that they were entitled to the costs 
of these ‘issues.’ The Divisional Court, however, held 
that these defences did not constitute “issues”’ for the 
purpose of the above rule, and the reasoning of the court 
cannot be more clearly stated than in the language of 
SHEARMAN, J., viz.: that the case of Reid, Hewitt & Co. 
v. Joseph, supra, was never “ intended to inaugurate a practice 
that where, for instance, a tradesman sued a customer for 
the price of a number of different articles, or where a builder 
similarly sued the building owner, that every time a shilling 
or a pound was knocked off, on the ground, e.g., that the 
article had not been ordered or that there had been an over 


charge there was a separate issue . . . * Issue’ meant some 
thing which went radically to the whole action or to a substantial 
part of the action, and did not include th separate items of 
an account ” such as those instanced above 


* Queues.” 

THEATRE QUEUES have been vigorously discussed in a 
morning newspaper, to the conclusion that, like the House of 
Lords in the old resolution. they are “ useless, dangerous, 
and ought to be abolished.” <A queue is composed of a 
number of individuals remaining stationary in the public 
highway, either standing or sitting on camp stools. A person 
who loiters on a highway primd facie becomes a trespasser : 
Harrison v. Duke of Rutland, 1893, 1 ) B. 142, and Hickman 
v. Maisey, 1900, 1 Q.B. 752, and may be treated as such by 
the owner of the soil. However, that would obviously not 
be done by the owner of a theatre, and, so far as a queue 





overflowed beyond the theatre frontage, it would be useless 
for, if one person were turned off, another would take his place. 
So, in the case of the “* ¢ harley’s Aunt ” queue, Mr. PENLEY’s 
neighbour at the Globe Theatre sought an injunction against 
him, to prevent his inviting such crowds to collect in the road. 
The case is reported, Barber v. Penley, 1893, 2 ¢ h. 447, and 
there was a similar one in respect of the Palladium more 
recently, Lyons & Co. v. Gulliver, 1914, 1 Ch. 631. In the 
latter Cozens Harpy, L.J., found that the queue was 
a public nuisance (p. 639), though the police took no action. 
SwinreN Eapy, L.J., carefully refrained from deciding 
whether “ a theatre queue is at all times in all places and under 
all circumstances necessarily a nuisance,” while Lord 
PHILLIMORE, in a vigorous dissenting judgment, maintained 
the right of the trader to make his shop window or premises 
attractive, even if the resuit was a crowd and some obstruction. 
The two decisions establish the proposition that a queue may 
be a private nuisance caused by the person who brings its 
component parts together, but probably a very strong case 
would be required for indictment, especially having regard 
to Puitimore, L.J.’s, distinction of Rex v. Moore, 1832, 
3 B. & Ad. 184. As to the queue itself, sensible people might 
deem it a nuisance to be obliged to stand for hours outside 
a building in the cold and wet, but “‘ volenti non fit injuria.” 


Treatment of Abnormal Young Offenders. 

Mr. C. G. Ammon, M.P., by his action in writing to the Home 
Office, the Lambeth Police Court Magistrate and the press, has 
given publicity to a type of case which demands the earnest con- 
sideration of those interested in, and concerned with, the treat- 
ment of young offenders who in the words of the magistrate are 
“not quite like other people.” The circumstances of the parti- 
cular case were, according to Mr. AMMon, as follows: F was 
twenty years of age. He was the child of respectable working 
people and had a good home. At the age of fourteen he was 
aflicted with encephalitis lethargica, which left him morally and 
mentally impaired. He was treated for some time as an out- 
patient at Maudsley Hospital. He subsequently developed 
suicidal tendencies and was removed to Banstead Asylum, 
where he remained for about twelve months, at the end of 
which, being no longer suicidal, his mother removed him, 
under s. 79 of the Lunacy Acts. Later the lad was charged 
with stealing a bicycle, for which he received a sentence of 
three months’ imprisonment. The magistrate who passed 
the sentence was apparently not aware of the lad’s former 
history. On 22nd December last he was brought before the 
magist rate at the Lambeth Police Court, charged with stealing 
a shilling. And after being remanded for inquiries to be made, 
he was on 5th January bound over on probation for twelve 
months, his mother agreeing to act as surety for him. It 
should be observed that the case does not fall within the 
Mental Deficiency Acts. The tragedy of the case is that 
this abnormal youth has already undergone imprisonment ; 
that he stood the chance of being again sent to prison until 
his Member of Parliament took the case up; and that when 
he was found guilty on this last occasion the magistrate had 
only two alternatives—sending him to prison or leaving him 
in the same environment as he was used to under the care 
of his mother and a probation officer. There is no doubt 
but that the case is typical of others; the Home Office has, 
it appears, shown considerable reluctance to take the matter 
up. One thing is clear, a case such as this is not one for an 
asylum or a prison. The remedy may well be an extension 
of the provisions of the Mental Deficiency Act, 1913, to cases 
where the imbecility or other similar disease is contracted 
after early youth or as the result of some accident or illness ; 
or it may be the segregation of these unfortunates for curative 
treatment in a separate State institution. Let it be remem- 
bered that the developed product of the germ revealed in F’s 
case may well be the incurable criminal ; the seriousness of 
the menace to society will then be duly realized. 
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The Criminal Justice Administration 
Act, 1925. 


Tue Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1925, which was 
passed on the 22nd December, 1925, effects some important 
changes in the criminal law, and a brief survey of its prine ipal 
provisions may be advantageously made. The Act, it should 
be noted, does not apply to Scotland or Northern Ireland, 
nor does it immediately become operative, s. 49 (5) thereof 
providing that the Act, with the exception of Pt. I, which 
deals with Probation, and comes into operation on the Ist July, 
1926, shall come into effect on the Ist June, 1926. 

The Act is divided into four parts, Pt. I dealing, as above 
mentioned, with Probation; Pt. II with Jurisdiction and 
Procedure ; Pt. III with Amendments of the Law as to 
Criminal Offences, and Pt. IV with Miscellaneous and General 
Matters, among the most important of which may be 
mentioned the abolition of the doctrine of coercion of a 
married woman by her husband. 

Part I—PropaTION oF OFFENDERS. 

The Act recognizes the value of the probationary system in 
the moral reform and education of offenders, and Pt. I contains 
some useful administrative provisions in this respect. 
Section 2 (1) of the Act provides that every petty sessional 
division shall constitute a probation area; though power 
is given to the Secretary of State to direct that any two or 
more petty sessional divisions shall constitute a single pro- 
bation area, which may be conveniently described as a combined 
probation area. Schemes and representations may be submitted 
to the Secretary of State by the justices, with regard to the 
proposed constitution or otherwise of such areas (s. 2 (4) ). 

Every probation area will have its own probation committee, 
consisting of three justices appointed in the manner directed 
by s. 2 (3), and in the case of combined areas, each petty 
sessional division constituting the combined area is to be 
treated as an unit for this purpose, and will have its own 
probation committee. The duties of a probation committee 
will vary according as it is constituted fot a petty sessional 
division, which in itself is or is not a probation area. In 
the former case, the committee of the area have the following 
powers, viz.: (a) Appointment of probation officers only 
where the justices delegate this power to the committee 
(s. 2 (5) (a), proviso (i) ); (6) payment of salaries, etc., to 
probation officers (s. 2 (b) (6) ); (ec) supervision of work and 
receipt of reports of probation officers (s. 2 (5) (c)); (d) per- 
formance of such other duties in connexion with probation 
as may be prescribed or directed by the Secretary of State 
(s. 2 (5) (d)). In the latter case (i.c., where there is a com- 
bined area), the committee of the combined area have the 
following powers, viz.: (a) Appointment of probation officers 
(in this case the appointment is not primarily with the justices); 
(b) payment of salaries, ete., to probation officers: and 
(c) performance of such other duties as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of State. The committee of the combined area, 
however, cannot supervise the work and receive the reports 
of the probation officers, these duties devolving on the pro- 
bation committee for each petty sessional division instead. 

For every area one or more probation office rs are to be 
appointed, whose duty it will be to undertake the supervision 
of probationers, by whatever court the probation order may 
have been made (s. 1 (1) ). Probation officers may be paid a 
salary or remuneration, and any expenses incurred by them in 
the discharge of their duties (s. 1 (2) ), and power is given to 
the Secretary of State to make schemes for the provision of 
superannuation allowances or gratuities for probation officers 
or their legal personal representatives (s. 1 (5) ). With 
regard to the selection of a probation officer for each individual 
case, 8. 3 (1) provides that where the order is made by a court 
of summary jurisdiction the probation officer shall be selected 
from the area for or within which the court exercises its 
jurisdiction, and where the order is made by a court of 





assize or court of quarter sessions, from the area for or within, 
which the examining justices, who committed the offender, 
act. These general rules, however, may be departed from 
where the circumstances make it desirable that an officer 
should be appointed from some other area (see s. 3 (1) (a) and 
(b)), and in particular it should be noted, that where circum- 
stances permit, a woman probation officer is to be appointed 
in the case of a female offender, and an officer experienced In 
dealing with children or young persons, in the case of a 
youthful offender, under the age of sixteen. Provision is 
t for the employment, as probation officers, 
‘voluntary society,” a ‘“ voluntary 
Aa S06 iety ( arrying 


also made by 
of the agents of any 
society * being defined for this purpose as “ 
on mission work in connexion with police courts, or other 
work in connexion with the supervision and care of offenders ”’ 
(s. 4 (2) ), and, in such cases, payment in respect of the services 
of the agents may be made direct to the soc ety. 

The cost of probation is to be borne in the first instance by 
the local authority within whose district the probation area 
in question is situated (s. 5 (1) ), “local authority” for this 
purpose being defined (in s. 10) as the “ authority out of whose 
funds the clerk to the justices for the petty sessional division 
is to be paid.” Where a probation area is situate in the area 
of two or more local authorities, the cost is to be apportioned 
between the authorities, in such manner as may be agreed 
between them, or, in default, as may be determined by the 
Secretary of State. 

Although the local authority is primarily chargeable, its 
liability in this respect is ultimately to be met by Parlia- 
mentary grants, the Secretary of State being empowered by 
s. 5 (3) to direct payments, with the approval of the Treasury, 
and subject to such conditions as he may, with the like consent, 
determine. A useful check on the com- 
mittees and others responsible for payments in connexion 
with probation is prov ided by s. 5 (4), whereby the Secretary 
of State may, if he thinks fit, withhold the whole or any part 


extravagance by 


of the Parliamentary grant, and also direct that the 
local authority may be relieved of its liability in this 
respect, thus leaving those directly responsible for the 


incurring of the expenditure to defray the same as best they 
Apart from the foregoing administrative provisions, 


may. 
Thus the right of 


s. 7 contains some important amendments. 
appeal against a probation order made by a court of summary 
jurisdiction is given, provided that the accused did not plead 
guilty or admit the truth of the information. Again power 
is given tothe court to make, asa « ondition of the recognizance, 
the payment of damages by way of compensation, and of costs, 
but such compensation is not to exceed in general £25, where 
the order is made by a court of summary jurisdiction. Again, 
where the offender has failed to observe the conditions of his 
recognizance, the court, instead of sentencing him for the 
original offence, or remanding him to custody or on bail, 
may impose on him a penalty not exceeding £10, the probation 
order being allowed in such acase to continue in force. 
Finally, in a similar case, the court may relieve persons who 
have entered into a recognizance on behalf of the offender of 
the whole or a part of their liability in respect thereof. 
London and the City receive special treatment, since Pt. I 
of the Act is modified in its application to London (s. %). 
As regards the City, the City is itself to be deemed a petty 
sessional division, in which there can be no combined areas. 
As regards the Metropolitan Police Court District, however, 
the following modifications should be noted, viz (a) That 
each division of the district is to be deemed to be a petty 
division (4) that 
committees (semble) and that their powers are to be vested in 
the Secretary of State, who also will appoint probation officers ; 
(c) that the costs of probation are to be met out of the Metro- 
politan Police Fund in the first instance, but ultimately are 
to be met, as in other districts, out of Parliamentary grants 


(To he continued.) 


sessional there are to be no probation 
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A Summary of Recent Workmen’s 
Compensation Cases. 


(Continued from p. 29%.) 
NoTIce. 


By s. 2 (1) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, it is 
provided, inter alia, that notice of the accident must be given 
as soon as practicable after the happening thereof, and that 
the claim for compensation with respect to the accident must 
be made within six months from the occurrence of the accident 
causing the injury, or in case of death within six months from 
the time ofdeath. In Wilson v. Maple Mill Ltd., 160 L.T. 409, 
a workman employed as a mill spinner contracted a disease 
arising out of his employment. Due notice thereof was given 
to his employers on the 30th June, 1923, and a claim for 
compensation made on the 2nd July, 1923, for £1 15s. 3d. per 
week. The workman died on the 2nd July, 1923, as a result 
of the disease he had contracted, and subsequently, nearly two 
years afterwards, his widow claimed as a dependent of the de- 
ceased the sum of £300. Nowit has been held that the claims of 
dependents in the case of the death of the workman are 
entirely distinct from the claim of the workman himself ; 
the former in no way depend on the latter, and are not derived 
therefrom, but directly from the statute. Thus it has been 
held in Harper v. Dick Kerr & Co., 13 B.W.C.C. 250, that a 
decision in a claim by a workman cannot be relied upon as 
res judicata to defeat a claim by a dependent, and conversely 
it has been held in Manton v. Cantwell, 1920, A.C. 781; 13 
B.W.C.C. 56, that, on a claim by a dependent, the employer 
was not estopped from denying liability by an agreement made 
with the workman and recorded, whereby the employer 
admitted liability and agreed to pay a weekly sum to the 
workman. In accordance with these decisions, the court in 
Wilson v. Maple Mill Ltd. held that the claim for £300 made by 
the widow was an entirely distinct claim, and as it had not 
and there was no excuse in 


tu 


been made within six months 
law for its not being made within the stipulated time (see 
s. 2 (1) (b) ), the claim failed 

It is often a matter of difficulty to determine whether the 
notice has been given as soon as practicable, or whether the 
workman had a reasonable excuse for delaying in giving 
notice, the test in general being that the workman must give 
notice as soon as he realizes that he can make a claim for 
compensation. On this question reference may be made to 
the dicta of Buckury, L.J., in Webster v. Cohen Bros. 
108 L.T.R., at p. 199. “* Then as to what is ‘ reasonable cause ’ 
for not giving notice ?”’ said the learned Lord Justice. “ J] 
think the facts must be such that the workman has no ground 
to suppose that his employer requires any protection, and that 
he withholds notice thinking that it is not necessary and that 
the employer does not need it. We must distinguish between 
two different states of facts. In one a workman says to 
himself: ‘ If things continue as they are I shall never require 
to make any claim for compensation.’ That is a reasonable 


cause for not giving notice 
says: ‘I have had an accident which is serious, but I expect 

it will alter for the better, and if, as | hope, it does alter for 

the better, I shall never have to make a claim for compensation | 
at all, and therefore [ will not give notice of the accident.’ | 
That is not a reasonable cause for not giving notice of the 
accident.’’ Again, reference may be made to the dicta of the 
Master of the Rolls, in Fenton v. Owners of Ship Kelvin, 
153 L.T.R., at p. 666, where the learned Master of the Rolls 
stated that the case seemed to indicate “‘ that where there is 


an uncertainty and the injury is one which is latent, difficult 
of diagnosis, and perhaps diflicult in prognosis, there 
you may very readily find there was reasonable cause 
for not giving notice.” Now in {ddison v. 
Mill, Ltd., 160 L.T. 410, a young girl of fifteen was 
spinners, and on the 


Ne wroyd 


employed by a firm of cotton 


22nd January, 1925, whilst creeling, knocked some bobbins 
| off the creel, one of which dropped on the bridge of 
her nose, and caused it to start bleeding. The girl 
continued working, but noticed that night that there was 
a swelling on her nose. During the next few weeks her mother 
treated her by poulticing the nose, the condition thereof being 
sometimes better and sometimes worse. Ultimately the girl 
consulted a doctor on the 12th March, who found that there 
was sepsis, and on that day the girl ceased to work, returning 
however on the 30th March, 1925, on her recovery. On the 
20th March, nearly two months after the accident, notice 
of the accident was given by the girl. The Court of Appeal, 
by a majority, held that there was reasonable cause for not 
giving the notice earlier, inasmuch as the blow she received 
on the nose gave her no indication that she would be incapaci- 
tated and able to claim compensation, and she reasonably 
thought that the injury was slight, and that, in the circum- 
| stances, there was no obligation on her to give any notice, 
| at any rate, earlier than the 12th March, 1925, that being the 
| date when she first received medical advice and attention. 


MEANING OF ‘“‘ WORKMAN.” 


According to s. 13 of the Act of 1906, a “‘ workman” is 
defined as not including, inter alia, cal person whose employ- 

ment is of a casual nature, and who is employed otherwise 
| than for the purposes of the employer's trade or business.” 
In Knight v. Bucknill, 6 B.W.C.C. 160, the court pointed out 
| that it was impossible “ to give a general definition of casual 
as opposed to regular employment which would meet every 
case” (tb., at p. 162), but Hamitron, L.J., in the same case 
(ib., at p. 164, 165), said “ one might infer that the employ- 
ment of a casual nature is something distinguished from a 
| workman under the Act. It would appear to infer something 
| midway between the regular employment of a workman and 
a simple engagement for a single day, and, I think, that 
| casual is used here not as a term of precision, but as a colloquial 
term. I think it may be inferred that when the state 
| of facts is midway between these two states so that the question 

is reasonably debatable, it is for the county court judge to 
decide.”’ (See also Smith v. Buxton, 8 B.W.C.C., at pp. 200, 
206: Stokes v. Wortham, 1919, 1 K.B. 199.) In Williams v. 
Haigh, 160 L.T. 409, a farmer in a small way of business, 
who was an experienced timber feller, entered into an 
agreement with the appellant to top the overhanging 
| branches of a tree, overhanging a main road, and thereby 

constituting a nuisance. The agreement was to the effect 
| that the farmer should rec¢ive a wage of 12s. per day, the 
| work being expec ted to take about three to four weeks. The 
| farmer worked for a week, but stayed away for a day, in 

order to attend to some of his own affairs. He returned to 

work on the following day, when he fell from the branch of 

a tree and was killed. The learned county court judge held 

that the employment was not of a casual nature and that the 

relationship of master and workman was subsisting at the 

time. On appeal, the court, following the principle enun- 


| 
| 
| 
In the other state of facts. he | ciated in the above mentioned cases, refused to interfere 


with the decision of the county court judge, inasmuch as 
the question was to be regarded as debatable. SarGanr, 
L.J., however, expressed the opinion that he would have 
arrived at a different conclusion from that of the judge in the 


court below. 


JUDGE GRANGER AND LETTERS ABOUT CASES. 


Judge Sir Thomas Granger, on taking his seat at Southwark 
County Court on Monday, stated that he had received a number 
of letters from persons interested in cases which came before 
him. Hitherto he had given them very careful consideration. 
No judge, he said, was more careful than he was in listening 
to evidence which came before him. The views of corre- 
spondents contained in the letters they had sent him had no 
effect upon his judgment, and in future such communications 
would be consigned to the waste-paper basket 
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Notices to Admit Facts. 


NEITHER in the “*‘ Red Book”’ nor in the “‘ White Book” i 
there any case dealing with applications for leave to serve a 
notice to admit facts out of time. As Mr. Justice P. O. 
LAWRENCE said during the argument upon such an application, 
Lovatt v. Booth, 15th January, these notices serve a very useful! 
purpose and should be dealt with frankly by parties to whom 
they are addressed. Their primary object is to save expens« 
at the trial. It is often the case that there is no real disput: 
about issues which are expensive to prove, and if in such : 
case the party to whom the notice is addressed does not admit 
these issues, the power to make that party pay the cost of 
proving them even though he wins the action should be 
exercised. 

In this recent case the plaintiff claimed a right to 
take stone from his land. Certain residents complained 
that this was unlawful because it interfered with a public right 
of recreation over the whole land, and also with some highways 
across the land. There were disturbances during which 
considerable damage was done to the plaintifl’s property, 
and an injunction restraining this conduct was granted by 
Mr. Justice Tomiin during the Long Vacation. Forgetting 
R.S.C. Ord. XXXII, r. 4, the plaintiff's solicitors gave notic: 
of trial on the 11th December for the 21st December, and on 
the 30th December delivered a notice to admit facts. The 
defendants refused to accept this notice. An application wa 
then made to the Master, under R.S.C. Ord. XXX, rr. 2 and 5, 
on the summons for directions, for leave to issue the notice 
out of time, and this was referred to the judge. The plaintif! 
relied on R.S.C. Ord. LXIV, r. 7, under which there is power to 
extend the time limits imposed by the rules, and urged that, 
as the date of the trial had been specially fixed for the 8th 
March, and the defendants accordingly had more than sever 
weeks in which to deal with the notice, there was no hardship 
in granting the application. The defendants contended that 
the facts referred to in the notice were not such facts as the 
defendants should be called upon to admit. The plaintifi 
contended that on this application the court had nothing t« 
do with the contents of the notice. Even if the application 
was granted, the defendants need not admit anything. The 
learned judge, however, went through the notice, and, as all 
the facts were relevant to the issues to be proved by the 
plaintiff, made the order, the plaintiff to pay the costs of the 
application in any event. 

The leading case on the 
limits is Attwood v. Chichester, 1878, 3 Q.B.D. 722, in 
which BraMweE.t, L.J., said: ‘‘ When sitting at 
bers I have often heard it argued that when irreparable 
mischief would be done by acceding to a tardy application 
it being a departure from the ordinary practice, the person 
who has failed to act within the proper time ought to be the 
sufferer, but that in other cases the objection of lateness ought 
not to be listened to, and any injury caused by the delay may 
be compensated for by the payment of costs. This I think a 
correct view.’ This latest decision appears to come well 
within this admirable dictum. 


subject of procedure time 


cham- 





Aerial Jokes and the Law. 


On Saturday last Father Knox broadcasted an account of the 
sack of London by Communists, with “ corroborative detail, 
calculated to give verisimilitude to a bald and unconvincing 
narrative.’ A famous hotel and various other places were 
bombed as the story proceeded, and dull explosions rent the 
wireless air. 

Some unexpected results followed. 
been prefaced with a short introduction to the effect that it 
should not be taken seriously. A number of people, however, 
began to listen in the middle, and so missed the explanation, 





The performance had 


| 
| understand : 
| 


No doubt the more intelligent soon recognized the nature of 
the story. An appreciable minority, however, failed to do 
so, with varying results. While, no doubt, followers of the 
late M. Lenin experienced joy, followed by corresponding 
reaction later when they found their millennium was still to 
come, certain simple folk and elderly ladies were wildly 
alarmed, and there appears to be at least some evidence that 
one or two persons intending to go to the ‘“*‘ bombed ” hotel 
refrained from doing SO In consequence, 

Probably nothing further will happen, and the authorities 
concerned, after their lawyers have had an animated talk 
with them, will run no further risks. The situation, neverthe- 
less, is of legal interest. What is their position, and that of the 
** listener-in,”’ as to possible torts of the nature of negligence, 
which may occur in the 


slander, misrepresentation, etc., 
broadcasted matter ? 
To test the point, let it be supposed that some nervous old 


lady in the country, hearing of the wild doings in London, 
and having relatives there, falls ill of the shock, and then 
visits her legal adviser as to redress. What should he say to 
her? No doubt he would at once turn to Wilkinson v. 
Downton, 1897, 2 Q.B. 57. There the defendant, the victim 
of a perverted sense of humour, told a married woman, quite 
untruly, that her husband had met with a severe accident 
His joke was so successful that the shock made her ill—a 
result he had not intended, though he had intended her to 
believe and be moderately alarmed. She sued him, and the 
late Mr. Justice Wricut, stating that the cause of action was 
| without precedent, awarded her £100 damages, on the ground 
that the defendant had wilfully done an act calculated to 
cause her physical harm, and so infringed her legal right to 
personal safety. 

This decision would by no means carry the credulous 
old lady all the way, for those responsible for the broadcasted 
Nweency, 


tory never intended it to be believed Janvier Vv. 

1919, 2 K.B. 316, however, coupled with Dulien v. White, 
| 1607, 2 K.B. 669, takes the matter somewhat further. In the 
| latter case the plaintiff recovered damages for nervous shock 
due to an accident caused by the defendant’s negligence, 
though physically untouched. In the former Wilkinson v. 
Downton, supra, Was approved in the Court of Appeal, on the 
footing that ‘‘ terror wrongfully induced and inducing physical 


mischief give sa cause of action.” 
The remaining link would be 

to broadcast matter with a tendency to alarm very nervous 

me ople, and here would be some novel considerations. ARTEMUS 


whether it was negligent 


WARD once wrote some nonsense and added, so that all might 
“cDa nn: an ‘ ¢ ‘ 

P.S. This is a goak.”” Unfortunately this pro- 
cedure is impossible in broadcasting, for there is no guarantee 
that the re-assurance will reach the whole audience. Every- 
stand by itself perhaps, different 
wave lengths are arranged for fact and fiction. Until this 
is done, it would appear that those who indiscriminately 


thing said must unless, 


cater for a mixed and unknown audience of invitees had 
best serve them with a plain dish of simple verities. 





Landlord and Tenant Notebook. 


That an act of omission, if it was at the same time an omission 
of a duty, might amount to a breach of 


Breach of covenant for quiet enjoyment was the 
Covenant for opinion expressed by Vaughan Williams, 
Quiet L.J., in Cohen v. Tannar, 1900, 2 Q.B. 
Enjoyment. at p. 614. In that case, the defendant 


or lessee had, in breach of covenant not 
to assign or underlet, demised certain premises to the plaintiff 
for the remainder of the term, the latter lease containing a 
covenant by the defendant for quiet enjoyment. Subse- 
quently the defendant’s lessor assigned the reversion, and 
the assignees of the reversion brought an action against the 
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defendant to recover possession by reason of the breach of 
the covenants against assigning. The assignees of the 
reversion were of course not entitled to take advantage of 
this breach, the assignment having taken place subsequently 
to the lease to the pl rintiff. The defendant signed a consent 
for possession, where- 


to judgment in favour of the assignee 
the defendant 


upon the plaintiff brought an action against 
claiming damages for breach of the covenant for quiet enjoy 

ment. The Court of Appeal held that the plaintif? had a good 
cause of action, inasmuch as the interruption of the plaintiff 

solely due to the act of the superior landlord 
in bringing an action to recover po ion (Kelly v. Rogers, 
1892, 1 Q.B. 910), but wasin fact due to the act of the defendant 
But as Vaughan 


enjoyment was not 


in consenting to judgme nt for possession 
Williams, L.J., pointed out, had there been merely the omission 
by the defendant to defend the action brought by the assignees 
of the reversion, the decision of the court might have been 
otherwise, since there was no duty cast upon the defendant 
of defending the iction after he had given notice to the plaintiff 
of the pending of the action, when the plaintiff might, perhaps, 
if he had so chosen have ipplied lor an order under s. 4 ol 
the Conveyancing Act, 1892 (1900, 2 Q.B. at p.614). Further 
authority for the prine iple enunciated by Vaughan Williams 
L.J., in Cohen v. Tannar, supra, is to be found in the judgment 
of Cotton, L.J.. in the earlier case of Anderso v. Oppenheimer, 
1890, 5 Q.B.D. 602, where the learned L.J. said (¢b., at p 
608): “I agree that an act of omission may be tantamount 
ion »as to be a breach of the covenant ”’ 


to an act of commi 
In that case, water was supplied 


(for quiet enjoyment). 
from a cistern at the top of a hous 
to each floor by branch pipes. The branch pipe serving th 
first floor burst, with the result that a quantity of water 
escaped into the basement and dam ig d the plaintif 
The court in that case, however, held that there had been no 
breach of the covenant for quiet enjoyment, since the branch 
pipe was reasonably fit and proper for the purposes for which 
it had been fixed, and that the defendant had not been guilty 
in keeping and maintaining it An 
, enunciated 


*, by a main pipe, conne ted 


I's good 


of any negligence 
interesting and recent application of the principle 
in the two above-mentioned cases is to be found in the decision 
of Russell, J., in Booth v. Thomas, 70 Sou. J. 226. There the 
lease of a building, which had been erected on a slag heap, 
and the reversion to the lease were vested respectively in the 
plaintiff and the defendant A bout two feet from the building 
ran a culvert, which had been constructed some considerable 
time for the purpose of carrying a natural stream, unde 


ground. The culvert and the land, under which it ran, were 


also owned by the defendant Owing to a storm, which 
however, was not of any exceptional violence ) 

stitute vis major, the culvert, which wasina state of disrepair, 
burst, washing away the slag under the southern wall of th 


building which collapsed lhe court holding that there 


had been on the part of the 
same time in omission of i duty 


landlord an act of omission, 


which was at the n 
(Hargroves, Aronson & Co. v Huartopp, 1905, 1 KB. 172), 
held, on the principle of the above-mentioned case, that 
there had been a breach of covenant for quiet enjoyment 
entitling the lessee to damage It should further be observed 
that Russell, J., also pointed out that it was possible to 
maintain that “‘ the defendant did do an act which disturbed 
the lessee’s enjoyme nt, namely the confinement of the waters 
of the brook in an artificial structure, incapable of retaining 


them.” 

In construing the meaning of anv particular covenant in a 
lease it would be well to bear in mind the 
principle of construction enunciated by 


Construction 


of Agreements. Parke, B., in Ford v. Beech, 1898,11 Q.B., 
at p. 866, to the effect that the agreements 


* ought to receive that construction which its language will 
admit, and which will best effectuate the intention of the 
parties, to be collected from the whole of the agreement, 


| 
| 


| 
i 


and that greater regard is to be had to the clear intent of the 
parties than to any particular words which they may have 
used in the expression of their intent.” Mr. Justice McCardie 
had occasion recently to apply this principle in the case of 
Saunders v. Young and Co.’s Brewery, Ltd., 70 Sou. J. 247. 
There a lease of certain lic ensed premises, in respect of which 
an off beer licence was held, contained the following covenant : 
as Aft r a licence for the sale of spirits shall have been obtained 
(the lessee) will not, so long as such licence be continued by the 
licensing authorities, use or occupy the said premises 
for any art, trade, ete., except as a licensed public-house. 
And ... 80 long as such licence shall be continued as 
aforesaid, the lessee shall. . use and occupy... the 
said messuage and premises as an inn or public-house duly 
licensed for the sale and consumption of wine, spirits, ale, 
or beer, and will keep and conduct the same in such orderly .. . 
manner that the licences . . for the sale of ale or beer and 
wine and spirituous liquors therein, may not be taken away 
r refused to be renewed.” The defendant company had 
sub let the premises to N, who had been convicted of certain 
licensing offences, with the result that the renewal of the 
off-beer licence was refused. It should be observed that no 
licence for the sale of spirits had at any material time been 
obtained, and it was accordingly argued on behalf of the 
defendant company that the covenant never became effective, 
and was only to become operative on the obtaining of the 
licence in question. Mr. Justice McCardie held, however, 
that the instrument had to be regarded as a whole, and that 
a breach of the covenant had been committed. 


pre 





A Conveyancer’s Diary. 


{mong the statutory provisions which were preserved from 
expiring on the Ist January last are : 
(1) ““An Act to embarre fayned recoveries 
of landes wherein the Kinges Majestye is 
in reversion,” (34 and 35 Hen. 8, ec. 20), 
and s. 18 of the Fines and Recoveries Act, 1833. These two 
enactments were originally repealed by the 10th Sched. 
to the L.P. (Amend.) Act, 1924. The repeal, unlike that of 
other enactments (e.g., Statute of Uses), was not repeated in 
the L.P.A., 1925. It might have been argued from this, 
and the fact that the repealing portion ofthe L.P. (Amend.) Act, 
1924, was itself rep aled, that the two provisions still stood. 
To put the matter beyond all doubt, however, the enact- 
ts mentioned have ‘been expressly restored or declared 


Expiring Laws 
Act, 1925. 


men 
to continu The effect of the restoration of these “‘ excessive 
repeal is that the prohibition against the barring of certain 


specified entails is kept on. The owner of an entailed interest 
will now continue unable to bar his entail if (a) the reversion 
(b) the entailed interest was conferred for 


is in the Crown; 
(c) he is prevented by any 


services rendered to the State ; 
other statute from barring; or (d) he is a tenant in tail after 
possi bility of issue extinct. 

(2) Section 150 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, which was 
Ad. of E.A., 1925, 2nd Sched., Pt. I. This 


repeal d | \ the 
** excessive repeal.” 


appears to have been a clear case of 
Had s. 130 not been restored, there would not be in force to-day 
any special provisions governing the administration in 
bankruptcy of the estates of persons dying insolvent. 

Section 130 provides that any creditor of a deceased debtor 
whose debt would have been sufficient to support a bankruptcy 
petition against the debtor, had he been alive, may present a 
petition praying for an order for the administration of the 
estate of the deceased debtor according to the law of bank- 
ruptey. There are still sufficient differences between the 
administration of insolvent estates in the Chancery Division, 
and the administration of such estates in bankruptcy to 
make the absence of this power in a creditor a matter of 


considerable hardship. Thus the provisions of the Bankruptcy 
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Act as to mutual credit and set-off (s. 31), and as to avoidance | 


of certain settlements (s. 42), apply where s. 130 has been 
invoked, but they are not applicable where an executor is 
administering under the Ad. of E.A. 

It may be observed that s. 10 of the Judicature Act, as 
replaced with amendments by Pt. I of the Ist Sched. to the 
Ad. of E.A., only provides for the observation in the administra- 
tion of insolvent estates of the bankruptcy rules “as to the 
respective rights of secured and unsecured creditors, and as to 
debts and liabilities provable, and as to the valuation of 
annuities and future and contingent liabilities respectively, 
and as to the priorities of debts and liabilities.” Hence the 
rules, inter alia, as to reputed ownership (Bankruptcy Act, 
1914, s. 38), and as to the avoidance of voluntary settlements 
(ib., 8. 42), are not made applicable. 

It might be argued that the addition of the words “ as to 
the priorities of debts and liabilities’ to the provisions con- 
tained in s. 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, involves the loss 
by the executor of his right of retainer when an insolvent 
estate is being administered in the Chancery Division. It 
would appear, however, from Re Ambler, 1905, 1 Ch. 697—a 
case decided on the joint effect of s. 10 of the Judicature Act 
and s. 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882—that the 
right of retainer is not affected. The object and effect of the 
words added seem to be to re-enact s. 10 of the Judicature 
Act as construed in Re Whitaker, 1901, 1 Ch. 9, and Re Ambler, 
supra. 

An interesting point, which is, perhaps, of greater academic 
than practical interest, is as to whether the words “ the same 
rules . . . as may be in force for the time being under the 
law of bankruptcy, &c.” in Pt. I of the Ist Sched. to the 
A.E.A., 1925, refer to the ordinary bankruptcy rules or to 
the bankruptcy rules as modified by s. 130 of the Bankruptcy 
Act. As para. 1 of this part of Sched. I gives priority to 
funeral, testamentary and administration expenses (compare 
Bankruptcy Act, s. 130 (6) ), there does not appear to be any 
difference in the method of administering the assets, whether 
it is s. 130, or the other provisions of the Bankruptcy Act 
that are to be followed. 








LAW OF PROPERTY ACTS. 
Points in Practice. 


In this column questions from Annual] Subscribers are invited 
and will be answered by an eminent Conveyancer. All questions 
should be addressed to—The Assistant Editor and Manager, “ The 
Solicitors’ Journal,’’ 94-97, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. The name and 
address of the Subscriber must accompany all communications, 
which should be typewritten (or written) on one side of the paper 
only, and be in triplicate. 








CopyHoLps—SaLe or—MAnoriaAL INCIDENTS. 

105. Q. In the case of a sale of an enfranchised copyhold 
after 1925, when the contract for sale and purchase does not 
state that the property is sold subject to any manorial incidents, 
can the purchaser require the vendor to have these incidents 
extinguished and compensation paid before completion, 
say by service of the notice under s. 138 (1) of the L.P.A., 1922 ? 
If this is done, will it still be necessary to have the assurance 
produced to the steward and the certificate endorsed under 
s. 129 of the Act ? 

A. The purchaser's rights will depend on the contract, 
but obviously, if he has contracted to buy an estate in fee 
simple free from incumbrances the vendor must procure 
that the land he sells shall be so before the date fixed for 
completion. If he discloses that the land is copyhold, statu- 
torily enfranchised, and the manorial incidents are extinguished, 
8. 44 (7) of the L.P.A., 1925, will apply, and the sale will 
proceed in the usual way. If the manorial incidents are not 
extinguished, s. 129 of the L.P.A., 1922, will apply. The 





| 





contract for sale should certainly deal with the incidence of 
compensation moneys, but if it does not do so, and the vendor 
is selling newly enfranchised copyholds as such and to the 
knowledge of the purchaser, the opinion here given is that the 
latter will take cum onere as regards future incidents, and 
compensation but payments actually due will fall on the 
vendor as outgoings. 
SeTrLeD Lanp—Vestinc Deep—IF MORE THAN ONE. 

106. Q. In the case of an existing settlement, is there any 
objection to having separate vesting deeds dealing with 
separate estates comprised in one settlement ? Where the 
description and plans are bulky, this course would be a 
convenient one. The declaration of trust in para. 2 in form 
No. 1 of the vesting deed would have to be expressed to be 
made so as not to increase or multiply charges or powers of 
charging. 

A. The 8.L.A., 1925, though the general scheme appears to 
contemplate one vesting deed only for each settlement, 
contains nothing inconsistent with or forbidding the course 
suggested, which appears to be in order. And since part of 
the property comprised in a particular trust instrument might 
have been sold previously, a purchaser of that dealt with by a 
vesting instrument could not impeach the validity of the latter 
because it failed to include all the trust property in the 
settlement. So long as the property sold was comprised in 
the trust instrument, a purchaser would not be concerned with 
other property: see 8.L.A., s. 110 (2), proviso (a) (i). In 
respect of increasing and multiplying charges, a clause to 
negative this would do no harm, but it is difficult to see how 
trustees could have any power to vary their trust in this way. 
The reference to “‘ form No. 1” is taken to be to that in the 


Ist Sched. to the 8.L.A., 1925. 
SETTLED LAND—ComMPouND SETTLEMENT—NO TRUSTEES FOR 
PURPOSES OF ACT. 

107. Q. In the case of an existing compound settlement, 
where trustees can only be appointed by the court, what 
statement would be made on the subject under para. 6 of 
the vesting deed ? 

A. Having regard to the width of ss. 30-33 of the S.L.A., 
1925, it must be in very exceptional circumstances that a 
court will have to appoint trustees of a settlement, but if on 
lst January, 1926, there were no trustees of a particular 
settlement, and no one to appoint them, obviously no vesting 
deed can be made, since there is no one to execute it. In 
such case the court must be invoked to appoint trustees under 
the 2nd Sched., para. 1 (3) of the Act... Thereafter such 
trustees can appoint: see ss. 36 (1) (b) and 64 (2) (b) of the 
T.A., 1925, and the statement will be to that effect. 

UNDIVIDED SHARES—SETTLEMENT BY WILL. 

108. Q. A testator by his will devised his real property to 
his trustees upon trust to pay the rents of one moiety to each 
of his sons A and B during such son’s life, and after his death 
to hold the said moiety in trust for his children at twenty-one, 
ete.; subject to the appointment by will of such son of an 
annuity to his widow thereout. A is still living. B is dead, 
having by his will appointed an annuity to his widow, and 
leaving two children, both twenty-one. The will gave no 
power of sale to the trustees. Before 1926 the trustees, A as 
tenant for life, S.L.A. trustees of his moiety, the annuitant, 
and the two children would all appear to have been necessary 
parties to the sale. Who will be the proper persons to sell 
after Ist January, 1926% Can the trustees of the will make 
a good title, so as to over-reach all the beneficial interests 
(including the annuity)? Are any 8.L.A. trustees necessary ? 

A. This land is held in undivided shares, and para. 1 (3) of 
Pt. IV of Sched. I to the L.P.A., 1925, applies, for both 
moieties are held under “ one and the same settlement,” 
notwithstanding the exercise of B’s power of appointment : 
see Re Keck and Hart's Contract, 1898, 1 Ch. 617. Therefore 





















































ee 





$20 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Jan. 23. 1926 








the trustees of the original testator hold on trust for sale: see 
8. 35. See also ss. 25, 28, 29, and especially 28 (3) 
SETTLED LAND— SETTLED BY WILL—SEPARATE SETTLEMENTS. 

109. Q. A.B., who died in 1916, by his will devised certain 
freehold houses unto his trustees upon trust for his (testator’s) 
wife for life, subject to her keeping the premises in repair, etc., 
with remainders over, and certain other freehold houses to 
his (testator’s) daughter for life for her separate use without 
power of antl ipation, subjéct to her keeping the premises in 
repair, etc., with remainders over. The will contains no trust 
or power of sale in respect of the properties above referred to. 

The executors who are also trustees proved the will, and 
since 1917 the widow and daughter have been in possession 
of the properties. 

According to the will the power to appoint new trustees is 
vested in the testator’s widow 

Is the widow or daughter entitled to request the trustees 
to execute separate vesting deeds ? If yea, should the daughter's 
vesting deed recite that the widow is the person to appoint 
new trustees ? Is the widow or the daughter entitled to ask 
the trustees to hand over the title-deeds which are common 
to both devises and give the other an acknowledgment for 
their production, ete ¢ Should the cost of the vesting deeds, 
etc., be paid out of « apital é 

A. The testator has made two entirely distinct settlements, 
and the wife as tenant for life of one and the daughter as 
tenant for life of the other are each entitled to require the 
trustees to execute the statutory vesting deed in respect of 
the property in which she is interested. Each tenant for 
life, has of course, the statutory power of sale conferred by 
the S.L.A., 1925. 

The vesting deed of the daughter’s settlement must contain 
the statement that the mother has power to appoint new 
trustees of it, pursuant to s. 5 (1) (e) of the S.L.A., 1925, but 
the mother might perhaps disclaim or release her power under 
&. 155 or s. 156 of the L.P.A., 1925. The question of title- 
deeds referring to two properties, in the hands of persons who 
could not retain the deeds as against a person entitled to all the 
property comprised in the deeds, is perhaps not very clearly 
Settled: see Wright v. Robotham, 1886, 33 C.D. 106 and Re 
Jenkins and Commercial Electric Theatre, W.N.1917, p- 1%, but 
the tenants for life and trustees can make an agreement as to 
their possession and acknowledgments, ete., under s. 58 of the 
S.L.A., 1925. The cost of the vesting deeds will fall on the 
respective trusts pursuant to the 8.L.A., 1925, 2nd Sched., 
para. | (2). 

PutisNE MortGoace ~-Pre-1926 —-ReGISTRATION UNDER 
L.C.A., 1925. 

110. Y@. X purchased a house through a building society in 
September 1925 executing the usual building society mortgage 
to secure £500. In order to ¢ omplete his purchase X borrows 
£250 from a friend and assigns a charge (not under seal) subject 
to the building society mortgage of which notice was given 
to the building society. Apparently Y is not bound to register 
the charge. Is there any advantage to be gained by registering 
the charge in the Land Registry ¢ 

A. If not registered under L.C.A., 
mortgage does not obtain any benefit by reason of its being 
converted into a legal mortgage under L.P.A., 1925, Ist Sched., 
Pt. VII, para. 2: see ilid., para. 6. Y’s charge does not 
appear, however, to be within para. 2, sbid.—i.e., it does not 
seem to be a conveyance of the fee simple, etc. Further, it is 
not registrable under L.C.A., 1925, s. 10 (7), which only relates 
which expression is defined in the 


1925, s. 10 (7), a puisne 


to “ puisne mortgages,” 
L.C.A., 8. 10, Class C (i), so as not to include a general equitable 


charge such as Y’s. The charge not being registrable, the 


question of advisability of registration does not arise. 
INFANT MORTGAGEE. 
111. Q. A mortgage was executed in the name of an infant 
mortgagee two years since, the money being provided by one 





of the parents. On the new Property Acts coming into force, 
that infant will still be under twenty-one years of age. 

Would the proper course be for the infant to execute a deed 
of transfer of mortgage to his two parents or could the matter 
safely remain in its present position ? 

A. The position is dealt with in the L.P.A., 1925, 1st Sched., 
Pt. III, para. 3 (6). If the parents wish to save the expense 
of the Public Trustee, they should appoint new trustees under 
para. 3 (4) (i) in place of the Public Trustee or alternatively 
if the infant is nearly twenty-one they can wait until he can 
convey to the infant on attaining majority: see the proviso 
to para. 3 (b) (i). 

UNDIVIDED SHARES—VESTED IN POSSESSION. 

112. Q. The whole of para. 1 of Pt. 1V of the 1st Sched. to 
the L.P.A., 1925, relates only to undivided shares “ vested in 
possession.” What is the meaning of these words, which are 
also used in the 8.L.A., 1925, Sched. 2, para. 1 (5)? In 
q. 43 the case is given of one moiety held in trust for certain 
persons absolutely, subject to annuities in favour of some of 
them, and the other moiety in trust for certain persons for life 
with remainder to their issue per stirpes. The remainders are 
obviously not vested in possession. The answer to the 
question assumes the case comes within L.P.A., 1925, Sched. I, 
Pt. 1V, 1 (3), and that the undivided shares are vested in 
possession. Is this correct, seeing that as to a moiety only 
life interests are so vested ? 

A. “ Possession ”’ is defined : L.P.A., 1925, s. 205 (1) (xix), 
and 8.L.A., 1925, s. 117 (1) (xix), to include receipt of rents and 
profits and the right to receive the same, ifany. Thus tenants 
for life and in fee both have estates vested in possession. The 
answer to q. 43 in fact suggests that para. 1 (1) is more 
applicable in the circumstances put, with para. 1 (3) if preferred 
as an alternative, both leading to the same result. In the 
question put, each moiety was divided into undivided shares 
in possession, which seems an @ fortiori case of the application 
of Pt. 1V. The reference to possession seems made to exclude 
the application of Pt. 1V to the common instance of land held 
in trust for one for life with remainder to more than one 
in reversion. While the life tenant lives such land is not held 
in undivided shares in possession. 

RestTRicTIVE COVENANTS—NOTICE. 

113. Q. Ins. 199 of the L.P.A., 1925, s-s. (2) only qualifies 
para. (ii) of s-s. (1) and not para. (i). Does the section really 
mean that in case of restrictive covenants actually inserted in 
a conveyance of land hereafter a subsequent purchaser of the 
land is not bound by the covenants (although on his title), 
unless the original vendor or his successor in title has registered 
them under the L.C.A., 1925 ? 

A. Yes, and, to this extent, s. 199 alters the law as to 
notice. The covenantee, of course, suffers no hardship, and 
perhaps after registration will be in a safer position than he 
would be if the law had not been changed. As to such 
covenants in pre-1926 documents, see L.P.A., 1925, s. 2 (5) (a). 

Equiry—Secret Trusts. 

114. Q. Prior to 1926 a man bought and paid for the house 
in which he is living but had it conveyed to (a) his wife, or 
(b) his son, living with him. In the absence of any further 
evidence would a purchaser from the wife or son be entitled 
to rely on the equitable doctrine of presumption of advance- 
ment and assume the legal estate was in the person to whom 
the property was conveyed, and that there was no resulting 
trust ? 

A. Having regard to the L.P.A., 1925, 1st Sched., Pt. I, 
paras. 3 and 6 (d), a purchaser to whom such circumstances 
were disclosed would be well advised to require the husband to 
join in the conveyance, for the presumption of gift or advance- 
ment is not irrebuttable. If they were not disclosed, and the 
husband later on sought to retain possession, he would have a 
formidable task, for he would have to displace his wife’s or 
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son's equity as the case might be, inthe face of the fact that 
he had stood aside while his own house was being sold by | 
another occupant, and had allowed that occupant to receive the 
purchase money. In the case of the wife, the purchaser would 
(unless the law is hereafter changed) have a counter-claim 
against the husband for the purchase money in respect of the 
wife’s tort in the fraudulent sale of property not her own. As 
to sale by a nominee generally, see answer to q. 46, p. 169, 
supra. 


EASEMENT— REGISTRATION. 

115. Y. Where in a conveyance an easement, say a right of 
way, is reserved, does such easement require to be registered 
under the L.C.A., 1925, and by whom and in respect of what 
property ? 

A. The reservation operates at law, L.P.A., 65, 
and an easement can be conveyed or created at law by deed, 
ss. 1 (2) (a), 52 (1). Such an easement does not require 
registration, but an easement enforceable in equity only must 
be registered under the L.C.A., 1925, s. 10 (1), Class D (iii). 

VENDOR AND PURCHASER—EXPENSES. 

116. Y. The L.P.A., 1925, s. 45 (4) provides that the purchaser 
shall pay for the expenses of producing (a) any documents not 
in the possession of the vendor or his mortgagee or trustee. 


1925, s. 


There is no provision that the costs of the production of deeds 
in the possession of the mortgagee should be paid by the 
vendor. Is the vendor liable for such costs and why? There 
is no provision that the vendor must produce deeds in th 
possession of his mortgagee or trustee. 

A. Section 45 (4) of the L.P.A., 1925, somewhat modifies 
s. 3 (6) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, in the purchaser’ 
favour, and the old decision in Re Willett v. Argenti, 1889 
60 L.T. 735, will no longer be applicable. The vendor can 
require production of deeds in the hands of a mortgagee under 
s. 96 (1) of the Act at his own cost, and must do so if he wishes 
to make title. A beneficiary is entitled to the production and 
inspection of trust documents, see Re Cowin, 1886, 33 Ch. D. 
179. j 

Trust 
117. Q. In an article on “Current Topics” in your issue of 

24th October last, you say that ‘‘ vesting deeds should be 
executed by the trustees of every settlement, whether by 
deed or will.” Mr. Topham in his fourth lecture also says 
“and wherever you have settled lands, early next year there 
will be required a vesting deed ” (70 Sou. J., p. 79, Nov. 7th). 

Sir Benjamin Cherry in his second lecture also says “ pre 
parations should be made before Ist January next for the 
execution by Settled Land Act trustees of every settlement, 
whether made by deed or will, of a vesting deed” 
(70 Sox. J., p. 100), But in his fifth lecture he says, referring 
to vesting deeds, ‘“‘ mind, these are not wanted for land held 
on trust for sale.”’ 

I am interested to know in several cases whether— 

(1) Where lands are devised by will to trustees in trust 
for sale with power of postponement and in the meantime 
to pay the annual income to the widow or child and which, 
therefore, constitutes the latter a tenant for life under the 
Settled Land Acts, and the land settled land, why no vesting 
deed is necessary ; and 

(2) Whether there is any distinction where the trust for 
sale is a future power exercisable after a period of years or a 
certain event, and not an immediate power of sale ? 

A. By virtue of s. 63 of the S8.L.A., 1882, land held on trust 
for sale was deemed to be settled land, but that section is not 
re-enacted in the S.L.A., 1925, which, by s. 1, only applies to 
“land ”’ as therein defined by s. 117 (1) (ix), and not to the 
proceeds of sale thereof. And this is so even if there is a 
power to postpone sale, which, under s. 25 (1) of the L.P.A., 
1925, will normally be the case as to every trust for sale now 
arising. Therefore— 


oR PowreR oF SALE—VeEsTING DEEDs. 








(1) In the case put, the widow or child would not be a 


tenant for life within the S.L.A., 1925, because it would be 
wholly outside the Act, and no vesting deed would be 
necessary. 

(2) The Act makes a distinction, and the land would be 
settled land within the 8.L.A., 1925, until a trust for sale 
had actually arisen. It may be added that the method 
of handling land held on trust for sale with power to postpone 
is prescribed by the L.P.A., s. 28, and may be approximated 
to that applicable to settled land by the power of delegation 
conferred by s. 29. 

TRUSTEE ABROAD—DELEGATION—TENANT FOR LIFE. 

118. Y. Can a tenant for life delegate the execution of his 
trusts, powers and discretions under s. 25 of the T.A., 1925, 
if he is already abroad at the date when the Act comes into 
operation ? A doubt arises having regard to the provision in 
s-s. (4), that the power of attorney shall be filed at the Central 
Office within ten days after the execution thereof; it 
would obviously be impossible to comply strictly with this 
requirement in the case of a power executed, say, in Australia. 

A. The argument in the question appears to be sound, for 
the suggestion that the trustee might delegate to someone In 
England the exercise of the power reposed in him by this 
section is expressly negatived by s-s. 9, apart from doubts 
otherwise arising on double delegation, as in Re Abdul Hamid 
Be y, 1898, 78 L.T. 202. Itis to be noted that the omission to 
obey the mandatory direction in s-s. (4) does not, in terms, 
nullify the power, though it would probably be rendered 
useless, so far at least as dealing with land was concerned, by 
the absence of the filed copy at the Land Registry required by 
s-s. (6). 

An even more subtle suggestion has been made that, since 
before 1926 a trustee a purely ministerial 
act such as executing a deed already engrossed (see Lindley, 
L.J., in Re Hetling and Merton, 1893, 35 Ch. 269, at p. 2t0), a 
trustee abroad, in delegating a nominee to perform the 
ministerial act of executing an engré ssed deed of appointment 
of a nominated attorney was not delegating the power reposed 
in him by s. 24, because the real exercise of that power was 
contained in the terms of the deed. If this were done and the 
attorney attempted to act in reliance on it, he might ultimately 
succeed, but he would certainly have to fight his point with 
the officials at the Central Office, all his purchasers, and 
the judge who had to decide ii 

There is a strong case for the extension of the period 
allowed for filing a power of attorney under s-s. (4), supra, 
and the authorities will no doubt pay atterftion to the matter 


( ould delegate 


when considering amending legislation. 








Reviews. 


Sources and Literature of English Law. By W.S. Hout SWORTH, 
a. yn i F.B.A. With a Foreword by The Right 
Honourable Lord Justice Arkin. Oxford: At the 
Clarendon Press. 1925. ix. and 247 pp. 10s. 6d. net. 
This new book is based on six lectures delivered by Dr. 

Holdsworth at the request of the Council of Legal Educa 

tion, in the Michaelmas Term, 1924. The learned Author 

passes on to students of English law his first-hand knowledge 
of the sources and literature of our legal system, and he 
succeeds in re-creating around his readers the environment in 
which such sources were produced. His general estimate of the 
value of the contributions of the various agencies in English 
legal development is most interesting. The brief judgments 
which he passes on the value and authority of early legal 
literature is full of instruction. We heartily agree with 

Lord Justice Atkin’s remark in his foreword that, having 

regard to its size, the book is unique ; for “ it deals 80 com- 

pletely and in such just perspective with the manifold sources 


of the English law.” 
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The Boarding-House Proprietor and his Guest. By C. G. 
Moran, Esq., B.A., Barrister-at-Law. xix and 162 pp. 
Paterson, Salford, 6s. 

This book contains a very useful exposition of a little-known 
branch of law. Although the relation of the boarding-house 
proprietor and his guest rests on contract—generally rental 
contract—a very large part of his obligations can be ascertained 
by knowing the implications that the law adds to that contract. 
These obligations extend to many of the ills that the guest 
and his property can suffer : and this branch of law is so special 
that books dealing generally with contract can do little more 
than indicate the general principles applicable. 

Mr. Moran has made an exhaustive examination of the case 
law of the subject, and his book also contains chapters 
describing the duties of the boarding-house proprietor under 
the Aliens Order, 1921, and stating the rights of guests in 
relation to the vote in Parliamentary and Local Government 
elections. 

The author is so impressed with the duties imposed by law 
upon the boarding-house proprietor in respect of the guest 
and his property, that in Appendices I to VI he has set out a 
number of contracting-out clauses for use by the proprietor. 

These clauses vary in the degree of immunity they confer on 
the proprietor. That some limitation of his liabilities may be 
desirable, we do not deny ; but we think the “ full contracting 
out clause” in App. I would work very harshly on the guest, 
and that when it was only brought to the guest's attention by 
a notice in his bedroom, the court might hesitate to assist the 
guest by holding that he was not bound by it. We do not 
think that the proprietor should be relieved of the results of 
his own neglect or default or that of his servants. The 
proprietor can easily protect himself from liability for his 
servants’ neglect or default by inexpensive insurance, and 
we suggest that in fairness to his guest that is the course to 
be followed. 

In conclusion we would express our opinion that this book 
will give valuable aid to the legal advisers of boarding-house 
proprietors. Here they will find in a small compass, answers 
to the many questions that can arise, set forth with unusual 
lucidity. 


Books Received. 


Memories of Old Hereford. Wma. Joux Humreurys. 
and Phillips, 17, Eign-street, Hereford. 

A General View of The Law of Prope rly. by J. A. STRAHAN, 
M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by J. SincLarr 
Baxter, Hon. LL.D. (T.C.D.), K.C. 7th Edition. By J. 
A. Srrauan, assisted by Lin1AN Manet Snow, Barrister-at 
Law. Stevens & Sons, Ltd., 119/20, Chancery-lane. 1926. 
16s. net. 

Key and Elphinstone "3 Compe ndium of Precedents in Conve 77 
ancing. 12th Edition. Vol. 2, Part I. By Freperick 
TRENTHAM Maw, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, and 
Howarp WapbeE Rensuaw, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd., 2/3, Chancery-lane. 1926. Two 
Vols., in 4 Parts. £5 15s. 6d. ; 

Davidson’s Concise Precedents in Conveyancing, with Practical 
Notes. Part I. 2ist Edition. By Arruur TURNOVER 
Murray, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. One 
Vol., in Two parts. £2 10s. 

The Law of Property Act, 1922. How will it Work? Practical 
criticisms of Parts 1, 8 and 9 of the Act, with an Appendix 
containing the references to the codifying Statutes of 1925. 
By Eustace J. Harvey, M.A., Solicitor. Sweet and 
Maxwell, Ltd. 


Wilson 


Principles of The Law of Personal Property, intended for the 
use of Students in Conveyancing. 
Wititams, Q.C. 18th Edition. 


By the late Josnua 
By his son, T. Cyprian 








WituiaMms, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by W. I. 
Byrne, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. ; 
The Carswell Company, Ltd., Toronto; The Law Book 
Company, of Australasia, Ltd., Sydney, Melbourne, and 
Brisbane. 1926. £1 10s. net. 

The National Income Tax Magazine. November, 1925. 
Vol. III, No. 11. Commerce Clearing House, Illinois, 
Merchants Bank Buildings, Chicago. 35 cents. 

An Englishman's Castle, or every Free holder’s Manual. By 
I. E. H. Wartnasy, Solicitor, and E. HoLroyp PEaRcE, 
Barrister-at-Law. Methuen & Co., Ltd., 36, Essex-street, 
We. 

The Press Laws of Foreign Countries, with an Appendix, 
containing the Press Laws of India. MONTAGUE SHEARMAN, 
Barrister-at-Law (Assistant Legal Adviser in the Foreign 
Office), and O. T. Rayner, Barrister-at-Law (of the Foreign 
Office). His Majesty’s Stationery Department. 15s. net. 








Correspondence. 
Form of Settlements. 

Sir,—It seems worth while considering if, in future, matters 
would not be much simplified and the profession saved a good 
deal of trouble if settlements were all in the form of trusts 
for sale, in which case all the new complications presented by 
vesting assents, vesting deeds and special personal repre- 
sentatives would appear to be got rid of except in the one case of 
vesting assents by personal representatives to themselves as 
trustees for sale. One deed seems sufficient for a settlement, 
inter vivos, unless it is for some reason, local or personal, 
desired to keep the trusts of the proceeds of sale off the title. 

The position of the life tenant has to be considered, but 
in view of s. 29 of the Law of Property Act, 1925, permitting 
delegation of the powers of management, and s. 30 enabling 
any person interested to apply to the court, it would seem that 
the life tenant would have all that he reasonably requires. 
The provisions of s. 29 as to delegation might be made 
obligatory on the trustees except on the occurrence of such 
events as are indicated in s. 33 of the Trustee Act, 1925, with 
regard to protective trusts. Some doubt may arise under 
s. 30 of the Law of Property Act, 1925, as to the view the 
court would take of any interference with the trustees’ 
discretion in selling, but no doubt a settlement could contain 
some provision to cover this point. It would be an interesting 
result of the new law if the Settled Land Act became almost a 
dead letter so far as future settlements by deed or will are 
concerned and save for the powers given to trustees for sale. 

15th January. F. R. Bereu. 

[There is no reason at all why strict settlements should not 
be made by vesting the land in trustees for sale as suggested ; 
see “ Wolstenholme and Cherry” I, p. 351. For form see 
“ Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents,” vol. XVI, p 55. 
Such a method has its distinct advantages. But it is the 
trustees for sale and not the beneficiaries who, in sucha 
case, are given the powers of a tenant for life under the 
Settled Land Act.—Epb., Sol. J.] 


Conveyancing Practice. 

Sir,—In view of some recent experiences in connexion 
with conveyancing practice it seems to me that it might be of 
public interest to ventilate the following question which I find 
is constantly arising. 

In vol. I of the third edition of “ Williams Vendor and 
Purchaser,” note (g), the following passage occurs, “If the 
Conveyance as prepared on the Purchaser’s behalf purport 
to assure the land to be held by him free from incumbrances 
the vendor should strike out these words as they might import 
an unrestricted warranty at common law that the lands were 
free from incumbrances.” 
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On the authority of this passage in recent years when | 
have acted for a vendor I have always objected to the words 
“Free from incumbrances,” whether occurring in a recital 
or in the testatum or habendum of a purchase deed submitted 
for approval. 

In general, I find that the solicitor acting for a purchase1 
attaches little or no importance to the words and agrees to 
their being struck out, but occasionally great objection is 
raised to their deletion, and the fact that they are objected to 
seems to give rise to a suspicion of the existence of undisclosed 
incumbrances, and I am told that the words are usual and that 
it is presumption on my part to advance an opinion which 1s 
at variance with accepted custom. 

No solicitor has ever quoted any authority showing that 
a vendor is bound to accept the words, but the fact that they 
are contained in various precedent books is, by the majority, 
claimed as a sufficient authority for their inclusion in the 
deed. 

Now, either the statement of the law above referred tois correct 
or it is incorrect. If it is correct, it seems to me that, when 
acting for a vendor, it is my duty to my client to object to the 
inclusion of these words, and that possibly on the authority 
of Stannard v. Ullithorne, 10 Bing. 491, I might be held liahl 
in damages if I allow him to execute a deed giving covenants 
for title beyond those to which a purchaser is entitled. If, 
on the other hand, the statement is not correct it seems that 
the error should be pointed out to the editor of the book in 
question with a view to its correction, as it is very misleading 
to the practitioner. 

Incidentally, various other questions arise namely : 

(1) Whether the words are objectionable in a recital 
or if only in the testatum or habendum of the deed ? 

(2) Whether a purchaser is as a matter of right entitled 
to any recital of seisin at all? and 

(3) As to what covenants for title a purchase r is entitled 
under an open contract ? 

On all these points, again, I have not been able to find any 
really conclusive authority. 

If any of your readers should feel any interest in the 
questions raised and think it worth while to express their 
views, I for one should be extremely interested to read them. 

, F. A. STrrk. 
6th January. 


Law of Property and Settled Land Acts. 

Sir,—We are acting for a client who is purchasing some land 
in Sussex. We find that there is an annual sum issuing out 
of the land to pay for the upkeep of the chancel of the church 
and £1 payable to the vicar and one or two other minor sums 
payable. This fact alone, we understand, makes this land 
settled land, and it does not matter how long purchasers 
have been connected with the land since the institution of 
these annual sums; see Settled Land Act, 1925, s. 1 (v). 

The effect of the legislation is, in our opinion, that the vendor 
is merely tenant for life and cannot receive the money, con 
sequently some trustees have to receive the purchase money 
and hand it over to the vendor on indemnity by the vendor; 
he will then require a deed of appointment of trustees. Further 
than this, there must be a vesting deed before the legal estate 
becomes vested in the vendor. This will have to be obtained 
from the trustees of the settlement of the estate. 

The above is similar to the complaint of Messrs. Cartwright, 
Cunningham & Co., in your issue of 9th instant. 

A. E. Hamuin & Co. 

London. 

13th January. 

[The annual sums (not being family charges, &c.) issuing 
out of the land in this case, do not fall within s. | (v) of the 
Settled Land Act, 1925. Hence the land is not settled land 








The Surviving Joint Tenant’s Title. 
Sir,—With reference to “* A Conveyancer’s Diary,” p. 297, 
| let it be supposed that A and B are joint tenants, and A mort- 
on the authority of \, gives the notice of 
severance required by the Law of Prope rty Act, 1925, s. 36 (2), 
and formal notice of his charge to B. A dies. and B, forgetful 
of, or ignoring the severance and the charge, sells to D on the 


gages to (. C, 


unincumbered equitable title of a survivor to a joint tenancy. 
B dies insolvent, or goes bankrupt. C either brings an action 
to enforce his equitable charge against the land or claims his 
share of the proceeds of sale with D as defendant. C, prior 
in time, has the better equity against D, who, so far as B 


could give a title as tru tee, 18 not protected by B's receipt, 
and, as against (, is accountable for the purchase-money even 
if he, D, has the legal What is D’s defence 
against C ? If purchaser for value without notice, and fortified 
by the legal estate, qua the land, how does D answer the claim 
based on the Law of Property Act, s. 3 (1) (b) (i), if he is 
deemed still to have the purchase-money in hand after he has 
Again, s. 23 is prayed in aid, but the 
conveyance there contemplated is to the * persons interested 
In the 
circumstances a conveyance by B to himself would not be 


estate in the land. 


notice of C’s claim ? 


in the proceeds of sale,” of whom C would be one. 
such a conveyance, though otherwise authorized by s. 72 (3). 

The point is not easy, but s. 14 (2) (a) of the Trustee Act, 
1925, is presumably framed to protect persons in C’s position, 


for before handing over the pro eeds of sale to B a co-trustee 
would make enquiries from A’s executor, W hich would probably 

reveal the position. And a purchaser who chose to waive 
his rights under s. 42 (1) (a), might be held by the court to 
| be “ asking for trouble.’ X. 
{Our correspondent raises in concrete form the diftic ulty 
| to which reference was made in “ A Conveyancer’s Diary,” 
on p. 297, namely, that a conveyance by trustees for sale may 
give a better protection to a purchaser than a conveyance by 
a beneficial owner does. In the case given, the conveyance 
should and could only be made by trustees for sale, and then, 
of course, the purchaser would be protected. The trust for 
sale has not, in this case, come to an end, and consequently 
the vendor cannot make title as beneficial owner. We are 
still of opinion that a conveyance in performance of an open 
contract for the sale of land by a surviving joint tenant 
beneficially entitled will be deemed to fulfil the vendor's 
obligation if he conveys as beneficial owner, although there 
may possibly be equities which might have been defeated or 
over-reached had the conveyance been, made by trustees 
for sale. Sefore 1926 the purchaser would have had to be 
content with a conveyance by a beneficial owner, and it is 
urged that his position has not in any way been altered by 








the new Acts. A conveyance by a beneficial owner remains 
as the standard, normal title which a vendor may be expected 
to show and give. We admit the practical difficulty of 
applying this principle. Our submission is that the purchaser 
must actually point to a defect in the title shown by a surviving 
joint tenant beneficially entitled before he can successfully 
object to a conveyance from him as beneficial owner. It 
is only when the pure haser indicates the existence of such a 
defect in the form of an over-reachable equity that he can 
demand a conveyance by trustees for sale. Serious difficulties 
may be encountered in certain cases in the practical application 
of the principles as we have stated them.—Eb., Sol. J.| 


Sir,—Referring to the letter of Mr. E. 8. P. Haynes on 
page 268 of your issue of January 2nd, 1926, in a somewhat 
similar case we had occasion to transfer stock into the name 
of the lady, and the Bank of England insisted upon her 
being described as “single woman,’ which would appear 
to be an appropriate designation. 


London, C. J. ParKER & SLOAN, 





and the difficulty suggested does not arise.—Ep., Sol. J.] 





20th January. 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
Fennell and Others ». Exst Ham Corporation. 
28th, 29th, 30th October, 2nd, 3rd and 4th 
November, 10th December. 


Lawrence, J. 


MARRIED 
COLLATERAL 


KLEMENTARY SCHOOL 


DisMIss 


HK pUCATION—TEACHERS IN 
Woman Teacner—RiGu1 
ALIEN Purroses—Bona Fipes 


ro OR 


Where one of two contracting parte sua statutory body the 
othey party has a right to question the motives which actuate that 
statutory body in exercising its « rights, because u 
can only exercise its statutory rights for the pur poses for which 


mntractual 


it is created. 


prow that the statutory by dy 


T he other parly pies h mwever, 
ss acting ultra vires or mala fide or « wruptly or in pursuance 
of an legit ile aim Such proof ws pol forth ymeaing where 


an education auth wily aching on a humane P lic 7] of finding 


( mployme nt for single teachers dismisses certain married teachers 


“4 ho have othe; mean f livelih woul. 


Short v. Poole Corporation, 70 Sou. J. 245, followed and 
applied. 

This was an action in which certain married women teachers 
employed by the education authority of Kast Ham, whose 
engagements had been determined by notice under their 
contracts, without reasons stated, and who were admittedly 
efficient and satisfactory teacher ought a declaration that 


the notices were inoperative on the ground that the education 


authority did not act hona fid with the intention of dis 
charging their statutory duties of maintaining educational 
efficiency, but acted for alien or collateral purposes of (a) pro- 
viding employment for unmarried women ; (b) assuming that 
married women should devote all their energies to their 
domestic dutic ind (c) preventing married women whose 
husbands were in regular employment from increasing the 
income of the joint home by drawing salaries. In 1922 if 


was pointed out to education authorities (who contributed 
out of the public funds towards the training of young persons 
as teachers) that there were more of them than were likely, 
when qualified, to find employment in the public elementary 
schools, and in 1923 a special committee appointed to consider 
and report upon the whole question of the retention of married 
women teachers met and resolved that married women teachers 
in certain cases were occupying positions which might be held 
ingle women, and after investigating 


ultimately reported that the engagements 


by unemployed 
indi idual cases, and 


of all married women falling under certain specified categories 


(which included the plaintiffs in this action) should be 
terminated This recommendation was adopted by the 
education committee under the council. In the course of 


discussions at meetings on this subject, the domestic customs 
of the married women teachers and their husbands’ earning 
capacity were used in argument for reducing their numbers. 
LAWRENCE, J., in the of a considered judgment, 
said Since the trial judgment has been given by the Court 
of Appeal in Short v. The Pool Corporation, 70 Sou. J. 245, 
and the prin iple of the decision in that case is applic able to 
the facts of this case. It is not contended that the council 
ae ted corruptly or mala fide, and therefore prima fa 1e 
the giving of the notices was intra vires. In such a case under 
ordinary circumstances the court will not go into the motives 
of either party in exercising his contractual rights. But 
Short’s Case decides that where one of the contracting parties 
is a statutory body, and can therefore, only exercise its powers 
created, the other party to 


course 


for the purposes for which it is 
the contract has a right to question the motives which actuated 
that body in exercising its contractual rights, and that in 
the present the plaintiffs must prove that 


such an action as 
r mala fide or so corruptly 


the coun il had acted ultra wires ¢ 


or in pursuance of such an illegitimate aim as to render the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


notice a nullity, Short’s Case and the present case are dis- 
tinguishable from Hanson v. Radcliffe Urban Council, 1922, 
2 Ch. 490, and from Sadler v. Sheffield Corporation, 1924, 
| Ch. 483, where the legislature for the benefit of the com- 
munity conferred a power on a public body to interfere with 
the contractual power of a private individual on stated 
grounds or for a definite purpose, and where that body had 
under the colour of the power so conferred, attempted to attain 
some collateral and alien object. The decision in Short’s 
Case disposes of the points put forward by Mr. Upjohn, (1) that 
the action was not maintainable as in substance it was one for 
specific performance of a contract of service; (2) that the 
court would not when one party to a contract was exercising 
his contractual rights inquire into motives, and (3) that the 
plaintifis were not competent parties, but that the action was 
one for the Attorney-General. It contended that the 
resolution of the council to terminate its engagements with the 
plaintiffs was not passed for the purpose of securing efficiency 
of education, but for irrelevant objects, namely, that married 
women ought to make room for single women teachers ; that 
a married woman's place was in her own home, and that there 
should not be two salaries earned in the same home. But 
it is proved that the object of the council in reducing the 
number of married women teachers is to create vacancies for 
the unemployed single women teachers whom the council 
are training for the teaching profession, and whom the council 
have led to believe that posts will be found for them when 
they are qualified Bearing in mind that the policy resolved 
upon 18 a considerate and humane policy of reducing the 
number of married women teachers, where that can be done 
without inflicting excessive hardship on any members of the 
class affected, and that therefore the domestic circumstances 
of the teachers and the earning capacity of their husbands 
are material factors in determining, not only whether the 
polis vy ought to be adopted at all but the best method of 
applying it, there is no sufficient evidence that the council 
are pursuing some illegitimate aim. The plaintiffs having 
failed to discharge the onus which according to the ruling in 
Short’s Case lies upon them, the action must be dismissed. 

CounseL: Luxmoore, K.C., and J. B. Lindon; Upjohn, 
K.C., and A. A. Bethune. 

Soxicrrors : Lamartine Yates & Morgan; Wilson & Blew. 

(Reported by L. MonGan May, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


In re Wethered. Lx parte Salaman. 


Lawrence, J. 16th November. 


18 


3ANKRUPTCY—REPUTED OWNERSHIP—DEBT DUE IN COURSE 

OF BusINESS WHEN BANKRUPTCY SUPERVENED—CHARGED 

with JUupGMENT Derpt—ASssIGNMENT FOR VALUE OF 

JUDGMENT DEBT AND ANOTHER Business DeBr—AGREE- 

MENT ACCEPT PAYMENT BY INSTALMENTS—ALSO Pro- 

mMissoRY NOTES BE DerposirED—TRANSACTION FOR 

VALUABLE CONSIDERATION BY BANKRUPT BEFORE 

{ECEIVING OrnpER—Bankruptcy Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, 

c. 59), ss. 38 (c) and 45. 

The nature of a debt due to a bankrupt in the course of his 
business which forms part of the property divisible among his 
creditors is not changed by a judgment being obtained in respect 
of u. 

Where promissory notes were give n payable over a period in 
substitution for a partly assigned debt the deposit by the bankrupt 
of the promissory notes was held to be a transaction for valuable 
consideration within s. 45 (d) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, 
as an agreement should be inferred therefrom to postpone enforcing 
the debt owing by the bankrupt at the time of the deposit of the 
notes which constituted sufficient consideration. 

Wigan v. English and Scottish Law 
Association, 1909, 2 Ch. 291, applied. 

This by a trustee in bankruptcy for a 
declaration debts comprised in an assignment 


ro 
TO 


Life Assurance 


was a motion 
that two 
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by a bankrupt were at the commencement of the bank- 
ruptcy in the order and disposition of the bankrupt 
and were property of the bankrupt divisible among 
his creditors within s. 38 (c) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, 


The bankrupt, who was a stockbroker, had a customer 
named Saunders, who became indebted to him in respect of 
Stock Exchange transactions. On 18th December, 1923, the 
bankrupt recovered judgment against Saunders for £9,031, 
and Saunders became further indebted to the bankrupt in the 
sum of £3,161, being the balance upon the mid-December, 
1923, account. On 15th January, 1924, the bankrupt 
executed an assignment in favour of O. Wethered (hereinafter 
called the assignee) of both the judgment debt and the debt 
of £3,161 to secure a sum of £5,001 advanced to him by the 
assignee. The assignment contained a covenant by the bank- 
rupt with the assignee that in the event of the latter refraining 
from giving notice to Saunders of the assignment the bankrupt 
would on being paid the debt or any part thereof immediately 
hand the cheque to the assignee. In pursuance of an under- 
standing between the bankrupt and the assignee not to 
give notice of the assignment (unless absolutely necessary) 
Mr. Jeffs, acting as solicitor for and on the instructions of both, 
abstained from giving notice to Saunders, and no notice was in 
fact given before the date of the receiving order. On 27th 
February, 1924, the bankrupt committed an act of bank 
ruptcy, and on the same day a bankruptcy petition was filed. 
In March, 1924, Mr. Jeffs, on the instructions of both the 
bankrupt and the assignee, but without disclosing the assign 
ment, made an agreement with Saunders for the liquidation 
of the two debts, whereby Saunders undertook to pay the 
aggregate amount thereof by monthly payments, the first 
instalments being allocated to the payment of the £3,16ldebt, 
and the subsequent ones to the judgment debt ; and Saunders 
further agreed to deliver promissory notes to the bankrupt 
or his order to cover the instalments allocated to the £3,161 
debt. At that time neither Jeffs nor the assignee was aware 
of any available act of bankruptcy. Saunders then sent the 
notes to Jeffs, who handed them to the assignee, who handed 
them back to Jeffs with instructions to collect them on his 
behalf, and telling him that he (the assignee) would ask the 
bankrupt to indorse them, which the bankrupt failed to do. 
Saunders paid the amount of each note when it fell due to 
Jefis (who received the amounts on behalf of the assignee and 
not of the bankrupt) who paid part of the amounts so received 
to the assignee. After payment Jeffs returned the notes to 
Saunders to be cancelled. The receiving order was made 
on 18th September, 1924, and at that date Saunders had paid 
and the assignee had received from Jeffs £90 of the £3,161 debt. 
Jeffs at once gave notice to Saunders of the assignment on 
receiving notice of the receiving order. The order for 
adjudication was made on 25th September, 1924, and on 
7th October, 1924, the applicant was appointed trustee. The 
assignee died in April, 1925, and his executor was made a 
respondent to the motion. Jeffs paid to the assignee 
£164 10s, 2d. of the aggregate amount which he received, 
retaining the balance. 


LAWRENCE, J., after stating the facts, said the debt of £905 
which, admittedly, before judgment was a debt due to the 
bankrupt in the course of his business and at the commence 
ment of the bankruptcy in the order and disposition of the 
bankrupt within s. 38 (c) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, was, 
after its conversion into a judgment debt, none the less a debt 
in the course of his business. The judgment did not change 
the character of the indebtedness, and therefore the debt is 
property divisible amongst the bankrupt’s creditors within 
the reputed ownership clause of the Act. As regards the other 
debt of £316 it is contended that the making and delivery of 
the promissory notes, coupled with the deposit of them by the 
bankrupt with the assignee, has the effect of taking the 
amount of such notes out of the reputed ownership clause. If 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





the notes had been delivered and deposited before the com- 
mencement of the bankruptcy the amounts thereof would not 
have been within the operation of that clause because it is 
settled law that a debt negotiable instrument 
does not come within its operation. Further, if the deposit 
of the notes with the assignee as security for the debt had 
taken place before the commencement of the bankruptcy it 
would undoubtedly have given him a good equitable charge 
on the notes which he could enforce against the bankrupt 
(see Ex parte Price, 1814, 3 M.D. & D. 586), but it has been 
contended (and the contention is a sound one) that the 
agreement by the bankrupt with Saunders and the deposit of 
the notes with the assignee (neither Saunders nor the assignee 
having at that time had notice of an available act of bank- 
ruptcy) having been made after the commencement of the 
bankruptcy is a transaction for valuable consideration within 

45 (d) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914. Apart from the 
consideration afforded by the advance the court would in the 
circumstances infer that at the time of the deposit of the notes 
there was an agreement between the assignee and the bankrupt 
that in consideration of the deposit the assignee would accept 
repayment of the advance of £500 by instalments, and would 
not enforce payment of the advan e so long as Saunders paid 
the amounts of the notes as and when they were paid. Even 
if that be too strong an inference, yet it is the fact that the 
assignee on the strength of the deposit did forbear to sue and 


Owing On a 


gave time and accepted payment by the instalments agreed 
upon. These facts constitute a suflicient consideration, although 
they are in a sense an ez parte facto consideration for the 
deposit of the notes (see Wigan v. English and Scottish Law 
Life Assurance Association, 1909, 1 Ch. 291 ). If the trustee 
is (contrary to the view of the court) not entitled to recover 
the instalments paid by Saunders after the date of the receiving 
order, yet the £90 part thereof paid before that date is a pay 
ment which is clearly protected by s 15 (hb). There will be a 
declaration that the judgment debt formed part of the property 
of the bankrupt divisible amongst his creditors. The trustees’ 
claim in respect of the £316 debt will be dismissed. 

COUNSEL: Clayton, a... and G. iH. Be yfus Je nkins, x... 
and Tindale Davis. : 

So.uicirors ; Isadore Goldn an & Son s 
Dunn. 


Hays, Roughton and 


{Reported by L. MORGAN May, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division 


F. Braby and Company, Ltd. *. Bedwell. 


Shearman and Sankey, JJ. 2nd December, 1925. 
LANDLORD AND ‘TENANT—DWELLING-HOUSE OWNED BY 
EMPLOYERS LE TO EmpLoyEE—OccuUPATION BY 
EMPLOYEE AS OrbDINARY TENANT—DETERMINATION OF 
EMPLOYMENT t1aHT OF TENANT TO HoLp Over 
INCREASE OF RENT AND Morrtoace Interest (Restre 
TIONS) Act (10 & 11 Gro. V, ¢. 17), 8. 5 (1). 


By 8.5 (1), ¢ rception (1), of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage 
Interest ( Restrictions) Act, 1920, an order or pudqme nt for the 
recovery of possessvon of any dwelling-house within the operation 
of the Act can be made ** where the tenant was in the employment 
of the landlord oT a for wie? landlord, and the dwe lling house was 
let to him in conse quence of that « mployme nt and he has ceased 


to be in that employme nt.” 


The appellants purchased a number of houses for occupation 
by their workmen and let one to the re sponde nt on his entry, and 
solely because of that entry, ento their ¢ mployme m. The contract 
of service did not provide that the a ppe llants should provide a 
house for the respondent, who had never been told that his right 
to occupy the house was conditional on his entering and remaining 
in_the~ service of the appe llants, and who thought that he was 
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entitled to the full protection of the Rent Restrictions Act. The 
county court judge found that the house had not hee n let to the 
responde nt ine onsequence of his é mployme nt under the appe llants. 

Held. dismissing the appeal, that it was not enough for the 
court to be satisfied that the appellants would not have let the 
premises but for the employment, it must also he satisfied that 
the tenant took the house he 
employme nt. 


was ww the appellants’ 


hecause 


Appeal from the Bristol County Court. The appellants 
claimed, under s. 5 (1), exception (1), of the Rent and Mortgage 
Interest (Restrictions) Act, of a dwelling 
house occupied by the respondent, a former employee of the 
The appellants carried on business at Bristol. 
where the re ponde nt then 


1920, possession 
appellants. 
They advertised in Birmingham 
lived, for a welder, and they engaged the respondent 
entered their works at Bristol, April, 1921. He 
from his employers a house, one of a number they had pur 
owing to the housing shortage, 
On 27th November, 1924, the 
loyment of the appellants, 


who 
in rented 
chased for their employees 
at a weekly rent of 11 

respondent voluntarily left the emy 
sion of the house for another of 


who there upon sought Posse 


their workmen, but they did not offer the respondent alterna 
tive accommodation. The county court judge found that it 
was not part of the contract of employment that the appellant 


should provide a hou e for the 1 1 ndent who. a far “as he 
(the respondent) wa an ordinary tenant of the 
| 


house and entitled to the full prote: 


aware, wa 


tion of the Rent Restriction 


Acts. The county court judge accepted the evidence that if 
the respondent had not been employed by the appellants they 
would not have let him the house, but he he ld that this fact 
had not been communicated to the respondent, either at the 


commencement of the tenancy or at any time before the pro 
and that he had not been 
that his right 


ceedings for possession were brought, 


understood, to occupy 


informed, nor had he 


the house was conditional on his continuing in the services 
of the appellants. Under these circumstances the county 
court judge found as a fact that the house was not let to the 
respondent in consequence of his employment under the 


appellants. 

Tue Court, without calling on the respondent, dismissed 
the appeal, 

SuHearMAN, J.: The finding of the county court judge, 
that the house was not let to the respondent in consequence 


of his employment, was a finding of fact with which this court 


could not interfere. Though the statements set out bv the 
county court judge were not exhaustive, they covered the 
facts of the case, and he had not misdirected himself. It had 


been argued by counsel for the appellants that as long as the 
court the landlord would not have let the 
premises but for the « mploy ment, 1t Wa enough to make the 


The word 


was satisfied that 


section apply. It was not suflicient. “In conse 


quence of that employment 
the court must be satisfied that the appellants let the house to 


implied some causation, and 
the respondent at the rent of Ils. per week because he wa 
in their employ ment, and also that the tenant took the house 
because he was in theiremployment. The county court judge 
had found that the tenant (the re spondent) had never 
thought of this. The dictum of Lush, J., in Queen's (lub 
Giarden Estates v. Bignell [1924] | K.B. 117, 132, 
same effect as this decision. The county court judge had here 
applied the right principle, and on the of fact 
The appeal would be dismissed. 


was to the 


question 
there was no appeal. 
SANKEY, J., delivered a concurring judgment. Appeal 
dismissed. 
CouNsEL: For the appellants, R. P. Croom-Johnson, and 
F. A. Wilshire for the respondent, A. Myddleton Wilshere. 
Sonicrrors: For the appellants, Salisbury, Griffiths and 
White; for the respondent, F. BE. C. Habqood. 


Esq., Barrister-at- Law. | 


[Reported by Cours CLartTos 
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Societies. 


To Secretaries—Reports of meetings, lectures, etc., to ensure 
insertion in the current number, should reach the office not later 
than 10 a.m. Wednesday. 


United Law Society. 

A joint debate was held with Gray’s Inn Debating Society 
in the Middle Temple Common Room on Monday, 18th inst., 
Mr. F. H. Butcher inthe chair. Mr. Daniel Hopkins (G.I.D.S.) 
proposed ** That the Labour Party’s Policy is the best solution 
Neville 


of our present industrial and social evils.’’ Mr. 

Tebbutt (U.L.S ) opposed. Mr. C. Ellis Lloyd (G.I.D.S.) 
seconded the proposer, and Mr. J. H. G. Buller (U.L.S.) 
seconded the opposer. There also spoke Messrs. D. W., 


Galbraith, L. Ff. Stemp, P. H. Gibbins, Miss Stephens, K. Burke, 
L.. Hughes, H. W. Pritchard, S. R. Braithwaite, and G. Bull. 
The hon. proposer having replied, the motion was put before 


the house, and lost by two votes 





The Law Society. 

\ special general meeting of the members of the Society will 
be held in the Hall of the Societ y, on Friday, the 29th January, 
at 2 o'clock. 

Provincial Meeting, 1926.—Invitation from the Birmingham 
Law Society to hold the provincial meeting in that city in 
the coming autumn. 

Mr. Charles L. Nordon, LL.B., will move : 

* That having regard to the arduous duties and research 
incumbent upon the legal profession in working out and 
applying the provisions of the new Property Law legislation, 
it is desirable that the copyright in all precedents designed 
by members of either branch of the Profession for use there- 


under should be vested in trustees for the purpose of 
restraining infringements thereof by any person who is 
not a Member of the Profession; thereby protecting the 
public against the pitfalls inherent in an unskilful use of such 


precedents by unqualified persons. 

‘And that the Bar Council be invited to co-operate with 
the Council of The Law Society in carrying this Resolution 
into effect.” 

Mr. Edward A. Bell (London) will ask :— 
(1) **‘ Whether a Committee have been appointed by this 


Society to confer with the Bar Council with the view of 
considering whether or not there be legislation under which 
Barristers may become Solicitors and regulations under 


which Solicitors may be called to the Bar.” 

(2) “ Whether or not the inauguration of a Court of 
Arbitration be within the purview of the constitution of the 
Society, and if the answer be yea, with the President’s 
consent, to move the following Resolution : 


‘That the Council be instructed to consider and if 
thought expedient report to this Society upon the 
establishment of a Court of Arbitration at The Law 


Society for the determination and settlement of arbitrable 
disputes.’”’ 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

The monthly meeting of the directors was held at The 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, on the 13th inst. 
Mr. Alan G. Gibson, in the chair. The other directors present 
were Messrs. E. R. Cook, W. E. Cunliffe, T. S. Curtis, E. F. 
Knapp-Fisher, E. B. Knight, C. G. May, H. A. H. Newington, 
R. W. Poole, P. J. Skelton (Manchester), F. L. Steward 
(Wolverhampton), M. A. Tweedie, and A. B. Urmston 
(Maidstone . 

Fight hundred and twenty-nine pounds was distributed 
in geants of relief; thirty-three new members were admitted ; 
and other general business transacted. Mr. Ernest E. Bird 
was elected a director to a vacancy on the Board. 


THE GREAT SEAL OF IRELAND. 

The Great Seal of Ireland, a massive piece of silver, which 
weighs 200 ounces, has been placed ir the National Museum 
in Dublin. When the Government of [reland Act was passed 
in 1920 the Great Seal came into the custody of Lord FitzAlan 
who was then the Viceroy. It wes the only article of value 
that was saved in the general destruction of the Four Courts 
in 1922. Mr. Gerald Horan, Clerk of the Crown and Hanaper, 
rescued the seal, and has now handed it over to the National 
Museum. 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 

WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MrppLesEx Hosprrat, 

Wuicn IS URGENTLY IN NEED oF Funes ror its Humane Worx 
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Rules and Orders. 


(Continued from p- 307.) 


DRAFT AND PROVISIONAL RULES, 1925. 
LAND REGISTRATION, ENGLAND. 


LAND REGISTRY (MIDDLESEX DEEDS) PROVISIONAL RULEs, 
1925. 
Cave, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, with the advice and assistance of John Stewart 
Stewart-Wallace, Chief Land Registrar, by virtue and in 
pursuance of the Middlesex Registry Act, 1708, and of the 
Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891, as amended by 
the Law of Property Act, 1925, and of all other powers and 


I, George Viscount 


authorities enabling me in that behalf, hereby made the 
following General Rules. 
1. Interpretation.}—(1) In these Rules the Middlesex 


Registry Act, 1708, is referred to as the Act of 1708 and the 
Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891, is referred to as 
the Act of 1891, and both Acts as amended by the Law of 
Property Act, 1925, are referred to together as the Middlesex 
Deeds Acts. 

(2) ** Registrar ’’ means the Chief Land Registrar, 
* registry ’’ means His Majesty’s Land Registry. 


and 


2. Applications for registration.}—Applications for regis- 
tration, accompanied by the prescribed fee, may be :— 

(L) sent by prepaid post, envelopes being addressed to the 
Middlesex Deeds Superintendent, H.M. Land Registry, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2, or 

2) delivered by the applicant or his solicitor 
Middlesex Decds Department of the registry. 


at the 


MEMORIALS. 

3. Requirements on Memorials.}—(1) Memorials including 
certificates of satisfaction of a mortgage shall be written 
printed lithographed typewritten or otherwise mechanically 
reproduced in black ink on the best white loan paper in th: 
form prescribed by the Registrar and issued by or under the 


authority of H.M. Stationery Office and shall bear Land 
Registry stamps for the amount of the fees and shall be 
accompanicd by the original instruments. 

(2) A Memorial shall either be in the pre scribed form 


or consist of a copy of extracts setting forth the material 
particulars in Form No. Mx. 2 in the Schedule hereto. 

(3) A Memorial, except a certificate of satisfaction of a 
mortgage, need not be signed or attested. , 

(4) A Memorial shall state the nature of the instrument to 
which it relates (e.g. ‘‘ conveyance of freehold ”’ 
‘assignment ”’ ** mortgage ‘ probate ”’ or as the case may 
be) and that the instrument operates to transfer or create a 
legal estate or to create a charge thereon by way of legal 
mortgage or is evidence of the devolution of a legal estate. 

(5) A certificate of satisfaction of a mortgage under Section 
17 of the Act of 1708 shall be attested by two witnesses and 
verified by oath as therein prescribed. 


** lease ’ 


4. Comparing of Memorials in Registry.}—Every Memorial 
shall be comparied by the Registrar with the instrument to 
which it relates; and any clerical, trifling, or obvious errors 
may be corrected by him. If any error is found which appears 
to the Registrar unsuitable for such correction, notice thereof 
shall be given to the applicant, and the Memorial may be 
returned and the registration be cancelled, the fee paid being 
retained, but no fee shall be charged if the amended Memorial 
is subsequently registered. 

5. Instruments with plans.|—Where the original instrument 
contains a plan, @ copy thereof (or so much thereof as is 
referred to in the Memorial) shall be drawn on the Memorial, 
unless owing to its size this cannot be done . in which case a 
tracing on linen of a size not less than the size of the Memorial 
(having a margin for binding of at least two inches on the 
left-hand side) shall accompany the Memorial. 

SEARCHES. 

6. Definition of Personal Searches. | (1) A personal search 
shall be a search made by an applicant against one name on 
one day, in any of the indexes, books, or documents open to 
public inspection. 

(2) The requisition for a personal search shall state the 
name against which it is to be made, and shall bear Land 
tegistry stamps for the fee and be signed by the applicant. 

7. Definition of Official Searches.}—An official search shall 
be a search made by the Registrar, in respect of one transac- 
tion, extending over specified years, for all Memorials registered 
against specified grantors or the names of other persons, 
relating to specified property. 








(a) The requisition 
accompanied by : 
(1) a description of the property sufficient to enable it 


8. Requirements for an Official Search. | 
for an official search shall contain or be 


to be identified on the Ordnance Map, together with any 

different descriptions by which the property may have 

been disposed of during the period over which the search 
extends ; 

2) alist of the grantors’ testators’ or intestates’ or other 
names against which search is to be made specifying the 
dates between which each name is to be searched ; 

(3) the reference numbers of Memorials of the 
documents composing the title or of the title 
containing them, and 

(4) astatement of the amount of the consideration, if any, 
on the transaction in respect of which the search is to be 
made or if no consideration is paid, the value of the interest 
in the land affected. 

(b) The requisition shall state the day on which the certificate 
is required to be issued, and shall be signed by the applicant 
or his solicitor, and may be sent by post, accompanied by the 
prescribed fee. 

9. Certificate 
official search shall b 
or his solicitor. 


the 
an abstract 


of Official Search. \ certificate of every 
‘issued by the Registrar to the applicant, 


10. Limitations on Official Searches.) Applications for 
official searches shall be subject to the following provisions : 
(L) That the search shall not be such as for any sufficient 
reason shall appear to be impracticable to complete. 
(2) That the Lord Chancellor may make 
limiting the period to be covered by official searches, 


regulations 


ll. Solicitors, Ac. oblaining official certificates “nol 
answerable for errors.}|}—-(1) Where solicitor obtains a 
certificate of official search he shall not be answerable in 


respect of any loss that may arise from error therein. 

(2) Where the certificate is obtained by a solicitor acting 
for trustees, executors or other persons in a fiduciary position 
those persons also shall not be so answerable. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS. 


12. Discharge of Mortgages.\|—-(1) A mortgage’ within 
section 115 of the Law of Property Act, 1925 (including a 
mortgage made to a building, friendly, industrial or provident 
society) may be marked as discharged in the register on the 
production to the Registrar of the mortgage with the re ceipt 
required by that section endorsed thereon, written at the 
foot thereof, or annexed thereto, unless the receipt operates 
under that section as a transfer : 

Provided that where the 
and further charge or of 
deeds shall be so pre duc ( d. 

(2) Unless the contrary stated in the 
Registrar shall assume that the receipt operate 

(3) The mortgage, whether consisting of one or more deeds, 
shall be stamped or otherwise marked by the Registrar with 
notice of the discharge. 

13. Office cope 8. | Office of, or extracts from, all 
books and documents in the registry open to public inspection, 
shall be furnished on the written applicatfon of any person, 
on payment of the prescribed fees. 


consists of a mortgage 
deed, all the said 


mortgage 


more than one 


application the 
sas a discharge. 


14. Endorse ments, K&e., made in the Registry. | Any 
endorsement. certificate or signature to be made or given 
under the powers of the Middlesex Deeds Acts or these Rules, 
may be made or given by stamping or otherwise, as the 


Registrar may by regulation direct, and any act required by 
the Middlesex Deeds Acts or these Rules to be done by the 
Registrar may be done by such officer of the registry as the 
Registrar may for that purpose appoint. 

15. Forms to be used where applicable. The forms in the 
schedule hereto shall be used in all cases to which they apply 
but the Registrar may at any time issue new forms to be used 
instead of or in addition to those in use, and may vary the 
forms as circumstances may require. 

16. Forms and Stamps at Registry.}—All forms and Land 
Registry stamps shall be obtainable at the registry. 

17. Revision of former rules. The Land Registry (Middle- 
sex Deeds) Rules, 1892, 1913 and 1914, are hereby rescinded. 

18. Cilation of Rules and These Rules 
may be cited as the Land Registry Deeds) Pro- 
visional Rules, 1925. 

And I hereby certify that on account of urgency 
Rules should come into operation on the Ist day of January, 
1926, and I hereby make the said Rules to come into operation 
on the Ist day of January, 1926, as Provisional Rules. 

Dated the 14th day of December, 1925. 


Commencement. 


(Middl xXx 


these 


Cave, C. 
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SCHEDULE. 
Form No. Mx. 1. 


INSTRUMENT--FREEHOLD OR LEASEHOLD. 


Re piste red (*) SCHSECHSHPHOSHSEOSCHCEHHOOEEOCOSOESEEEOR OSCE SCRES 

H.M. LAND REGISTRY MIDDLESEX DEEDS ACTS. 

VEMORIAL OF AN INSTRUMENT OPERATING TO TRANSFER OR 
CREATE A LEGAL ESTATE OR TO CREATE A CHARGE THEREON 
BY WAY OF LEGAL MORTGAGE OR AS EVIDENCE OF THE 
DEVOLUTION OF A LEGAL ESTATE. 

Nature of Instrument 

Date 

Parties or name of testator or intestate and of 
representative : 


pe rsonal 


Des ription of the Prope rly Affected. 


(If any change of parish, road name, number or name of 
hou has taken pla e, it should be stated ) 
treet number or Nar of Road or other d ption Parish or Plaee or 
nea ft fl ! District 
Particulars for the Index. 
(irantor 
lestator'’s a ntor’s estat y 
~poernaelt ag owe Festator : Parish or Place or L istrict 
Intesta ‘ Int i Chr jan Name ein Instrument 
Surname In block letters a en 
In block tter 
Nan f Road or other 
Description of Locality 
1s in Instrument 
‘eo be tilled up in cases of Frechold or Leasehold mterests 
only.) 


of the Convwe yanee TO the Vendor (if a Vorlyudqee 
is selling, the Conveyance TO the Mortgaqor.) 


trliculars 


at Deed Part 7 ~~ oe no tration 
teference 
meres Ge Hs GORING RG. cds ease dencavecendsere sender 
OF ccocsevese ones woosesescue 
Telephone No. ........... 
') For official use only 


Form No. Mx 2. 
(By Copy or Extracts.) 


H.M. LAND REGISTRY MIDDLESEX DEEDS ACTS. 


MeMORIAL BY Copy orn EXTRACTS OF AN INSTRUMENT OPERKAT 


ING TO TRANSFER OR CREATE A LEGAL ESTATE OR TO 
CREATE A CHARGE THEREON BY WAY OF LEGAL MORTGAGE 
oR AS EVIDENCE OF THE DEVOLUTION OF A LEGAL ESTATE. 


Particuars jor the Index. 


Girantor’s, 
lestator’s or Grantor's, Testator’s or 


arish or Place diet t 
Intestate's Intestate’s Christian Name Parish ease on Be rict, 
wit atrumen 
Surname In block letters.) in in mer 
In block letter 


Road or other Description of 
Locality as in Instrument 


To be filled up in cases of Freehold or Leasehold interests only.) 
(4) For_official use only. | 


Particulars of the Conveyance TO the Vendor (if a Mortgagee 


1 8 lling, the Conveyance TO the Mortgagor). 


Middlesex Registration 


Date of Deed Parties (in block letters) Reference. 
Instrument to be delivered to..... coccccees coccee 
OE sessdcoesessces co eeeeeeeeee . 
Telephone No.. ee encesocoes oe 


OF CERTIFICATE OF SATISFACTION OF A 
MORTGAGE. 
Re gist Pe re ee ee eeeeeee . 
H.M. LAND REGISTRY—MIDDLESEX DEEDS ACTS. 
IN THE MATTER OF A MORTGAGE Gated... .ccccccsccccces 


FORM 


CT TTT ee TTT eT TTT OT TTT Ce Ce eeeees 

Registercd in the Year.......... ee PRT eT 

Affectin give short description of land)..... ee 
I (we) (name of Mort jaqee) 


of (address and dese riptian) 

CrertTiry that a'l money owing on the above Mortgage has 
been paid or satisfied in discharge thereof and that the receipt 
does not operate as a transfer. 


Oe ee mie hea 

This Certificate is sent by ......e.ccceeee ¥ jeiaiwee pabes 
OL seescun beeetonswevensued onus + 
Telephone No. ...... ove oerecee 


ForM No. Mx. 4. 
SUPPLEMENTARY PARTICULARS. 


Form No. Mx. 5. 
REQUISITION FOR AN OFFICIAL SEARCH. 
H.M. LAND REGISTRY-—MIDDLESEX DEEDS ACTS. 


1. Description of the land to be searched against. (The Parish is of special 
Importance.) 
The present name or street number of any house upon the land to be given. Any 
prior name of Parish or Road, or number of house should be also given 
t) Present Description and Paris} 
b) Old Deseription (if any) and Parish 
2. Names of Grantors or other persons to be searche! Dates between which each 
against name is to be Searched. 


Christian Name 








Surname . 
€ i Y g. 
In block Lette In Block Letters.) Beginning Ending 
| 
. _ 
| 
delivered to messeng 
Certificate to be ! : sted i tne nger } on the...... | rep @ « 
This date may be left blank, to be subsequently supplied a day or two before 
the Certificate is actually required.] 
i. Value of Land or Consideration or Amount of Mortgage £.... 
) Document ent herewith 
it lesirable that the Abstract and Contract be deposited.) 


If the Abstract is left paragrqph 6 need not be filled in. 


6. Memorial References of Deeds occurring in the Title. (If any deed contains 
1 plan, please state the fact.) 

| 

Book. No. | Year. | Book.| No. [| Year. Book.| No. 


Year. Book. No. | Year 





State whether the laterest in the land is Freehold or Leasehold or a perpetual 


' or terminable rentcharge or an easement right or privilege. 
Please make a search in accordance with the above particu- 
lars. Fee herewith £........ 
Signature and Address of 
Applicant or his Solicitor 
| PPP PTPeTTe eee 


Telephone No. 


ee ee ee 





|. 


H. 


has 

Dee 
hole 
natq 
Sea! 


ie! 


Dat 
H.M 


MI 


Mr 


THI 
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Official Search 


ForM No. Mx. 6. 
Number 


CERTIFICATE OF OFFICIAL SEARCH. eT 
U.M. LAND REGISTRY—MIDDLESEX DEEDS ACTS. 
THIs Is TO CERTIFY that pursuant to a Requisition dated 


oe BONG WE Biivkccectcdicecanedeucucnlh Seaton 
has been made for all Memorials registered in the Middlesex 
Deeds Department of the Land Registry affecting the........ 
hold land........ against the Grantors or other persons 


named in the following list, during the stated Periods of 
Search. 


. Period of Search 
Names searched against both dates inclusive). 


Surname. Christian Name. Beginning Ending. 





no such only Memorials have been found. 


and that { the following } 


| Date of Parties or Name of 


Year. 300k. = Number. Instrument. Testator or Intestate 
Dated Gle....<+ Ge Bi vcvcawesn err 


Form No. Mx. 7 
H.M. LAND REGISTRY. 
MIDDLESEX DEEDS REQUISITION FOR ORDINARY 


ACTS SEARCH. Fee 
—_—— - - 2s for each name 
H.M. LAND REGISTRY.— N.B A Personal 
MIDDLESEX DEEDS ACTS Search is a Search 
Mr coeese wrrerrre made against one 
gdneebute I desire to makea Searchagainstthe name on one day 
following Rule 6 (1) ) 
is hereby authorised to 
peruse MEMORIALS § this Surname Christian Names 


day of..... 


Applicant’s Name 
Address 


For and on behalf of 
Dated this day of 192 





BANKRUPTCY, ENGLAND. 





GENERAL RULEs. 
THe BANKRUPTCY RULES, 1925, DATED DECEMBER 10, 1925. | 

MADE PURSUANT TO SECTION 132 OF THE BANKRUPTCY 

AcT, 1914 (4 & 5 Gro. 5, c. 59). 

1. After Rule 149 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915,(a@) the 
following Rules shall be inserted and shall stand as Rules 149A 
and 149B respectively : 

“1494. The Senior Registrar in the High Court and the 
Registrar of every County Court having jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy shall on the filing of a bankruptcy petition by o1 
against a debtor forthwith send notice thereof to the Chief 
Land Registrar and a request that such petition may b 
registered in the register of pending actions. 

149B. Where a petition is filed by or against a firm in the 
firm name the debtors or the petitioning creditor shall with 
such petition file a statement of the names and addresses of 
the partners as they appear in the register under the Regis- 
tration of Business Names Act, 1916 (b) at the date of the 
presentation of the petition. If such names do not appear in 
such register the debtors shall state the true names and 
addresses of all the partners in the firm and the petitioning 
creditor shall state the names and addresses of such part ner 
to the best of his information knowledge and belief. The 
Registrar shall in such case send a notice of the petition and 
& request for registration to the Chief Land Registrar. 
These provisions shall so far as the nature of the case will 
admit apply in the case of any person carrying on business 
in & name or style other than his own.”’ 

2. After Rule 181 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915, the 
following Rule shall be inserted and shall stand as Rule IS1A: 

“ ISLA. On the making of a receiving order the Officia 





Receiver named therein shall as soon as he is notified of th 


(a) S.R. & O. 1914, No. 1524 b) 6-7 G. 5. ¢. 58 | 
L. 47 





making of such receiving order or in the case of a stay of 

advertisement forthwith after such stay has ceased to operate 

give notice of the same to the Chief Land Registrar with a 

request that such receiving order may be registered in the 

register of Writs and Orders affecting land.”’ 

3. The forms numbered 134, 13B and 334 in the Appendix 
to these Rules shall stand as forms numbered [3a, 138 and 33a, 
respectively, in Part I of the Appendix to the Bankruptcy 
Rules, 1915. 

1. These Rules may be cited as the Bankruptcy Rules, 
1925, and shall come into force on the Ist day of January, 
1926, and the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915, as amended, shall 
have effect as further amended by these Rules. 

Dated the 10th day of December, 1925. 


I concur. 
P. Cunliffe-Lister,. 
President of the Board of Trade 
APPENDIX. 
No. 134. 
1 pplication for registration of Petition against 
an individual under Land Charges Act, 1925. 
(TITLE. ) 
(2) 





A petition in bankruptcy was this day presented against 

(or by) the above-named debtor, who carries on business at (*) 
, and resides at(*) ‘ 

I hereby apply for registration of the said petition as a 
pending action pursuant to Section 2 of the Land Charges 
Act, 1925. 

Dated this day of 19 

(Signed) i Be 
Registrar of the above-named Court. 
To the Chief Land Registrar, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
London, W.C.2. 


This application should be addressed to the 
Land Charges Superintendent, 
It.M. Land Registry, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
London, W.C.2. 

1) Insert particulars of debtor and petitioner as in petition, all names to be in 
block capitals. 

2) Here insert all known business addresses 

3) Here insert all known residences of the debtor 


No. 15s. = 
4 pplication for registration of Petition against 4 
a firm under Land Charades {el 1925. — ae 
rm 7 
(TrTni : 
1 as 


For use 


\ petition in bankruptcy was this day presented against 
(or by) the above-named firm, carrying on business at (*) 


The names and addresses of the partners in the firm for 
where an individual carries on business under a firm name or 
stvle the name and address of such individual) against (or 
by) which the petition is presented are or is as follow: (*) 


I hereby apply for registration of the said petition as a 
pending action pursuant to Section 2 of the Land Charges 
Act, 1925. 

Dated this day of 19 

(Signed) A. B. 
Registrar of the above-named Court. 
To the Chief Land Registrar, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
London, W.C.2. 


This application should be addressed to the 
Land Charges Superintendent, 
H.M. Land Registry, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
London, W.C.2. 
(1) Insert particulars of debtor and petitioner as in petition, all names to be In 
block capitals. 
2) Here insert all known business addresses 
3) Here insert names of all partners and thelr residences 
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No. 33A. 


A pplication for registration of Receiving Order = 
against an individual under Land Charges ~ 4 
~ a 
Act, 1925. e+ 
(TITLE). 2 = 
(1) — 
A Receiving Order was made on the day 
of 19 against the above-named Debtor(s). 


‘istration thereof in the register of 
land pursuant to Section 6 of the 


I hereby apply for reg 
writs and orders affecting 
Land Charges Act, 1925. 

Dated thi day of 10 


Official Reeeciver attached to 
the above-named Court. 
To the Chief Land Registra 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
London, W.C.2. 


This applic ation should be addressed to the 
Land Charges Superintendent, 
H.M. Land Registry, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
L midon, W.C.2 


(1) Tnsert particular f debt nd petitioner in petition, all names to bein 


block « ipitals 
(To be continued.) 





Legal News. 


Information Required. 


Lovel Rollinshaw (deceased), formerly of Menchester but 
late of Ambleside. Information is desired as to any Will 
made by this gentleman who died 31st December, 1925. 
Letters to Goulty & Goodfellow, Solicitors, 6 Brown-street 
Manchester. 


Wills and Bequests. 


The will of the late Right Hon. Lord Justice Stephen 
Ronan, of Fitzwilliam-square, Dublin, for many years one of 
the outstanding members of the legal profession in Ireland, 
contains the following direction: ** My funeral is to be strictly 
private and simple, and as inexpensive as 
trappings 


possible no 
or flowers, no r ligious ceremony or clergy.”’ He also 


directs that his nephew, Stephen, shall receive * the sum of 
£5,500 at the age of twenty, provided that if prior to that age 
he takes any definite step towards becoming a priest or 


joining any religious order the said sum and all income thereof 
shall fall into my residuary estate.”’ Among the many legacies 
left by the late judge is one t the Rationalist Press Association, 
London: and the ‘sidue of his estate is left to the Medical 
Research Council, ** to be applied in assisting and promoting 
scientific research as they think best, and without limiting 
their discretion I would wish that special attention should 
be given to the relief, cure, and prevention of physical pain by 
physical means.”’ 

Mr. Richard Turner Ruddock (sixty-eight), of 
Yarmouth, and Cliff-court, Gorleston, solicitor, for 
years Clerk of the Peace, left estate of the 
£8,342. 

Mr. William Courtenay Sandford, of West Cromwell-road. 
W., and of Brick-court, Temple, E.C., barrister-at-law,. left 
estate of the gross value of £7.617. 

Mr. Rhys Williams Price, of Wenallt, Llanwrda 
solicitor, left estate of the gross value of £2,842. 

Mr. George Edwin Cruickshank, of  Stone-buildings. 
Lincoln’s Inn, W.C., and Blakesley-avenus, Ealing, W.. 
barrister, left estate of the gross value of £15,812. 


Great 
twenty -five 
gross value of 


Carmarthen, 


N.E. CIRCUIT ASSIZE DATES. 

The following have been fixed as Commission Days on the 
North-Eastern Circuit :—Newcastle, February 16th ; Durham, 
February 23rd ; York, March 2nd; Leeds, March 8th. The 
Judges will be Mr. Justice Acton and Mr. Justice Branson. 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE. [It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
(LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers 
and auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will 
be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose, Jewels, plate, furs, 
urniture, works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality 








Stock Exchange Prices of certain 
Trustee Securities. 
Bank Rate 5°%. Next London Stock Exchange Settlement. 
Thursday, 4th February, 1926. 
OLE | 
[Parone | TxTEREST “Repeur 
|20th Jan.| : TION. 
English Government Securities. €ndai£ad 
Consols 24%, 6 lee) os | SORTS CL 
War Loan 5% 1929-47 ee ee -- | LOIE 419 0\';417 0 
War Loan 44%, 1925-47 ee 954 | 414 6,418 0 
War Loan 4° (Tax free) 1929 47 -» | 1003 319 0':319 0O 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 on 983 | 312 6/419 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 - 87 | 411 6/413 0 
Victory 4%, ‘Bonds (available for Estate 
Duty at par) Average life 35 years .. 934 460;4 8 6 
Conversion 44%, Loan 1940-44 .. ow 957, | 414 0/)417 0 
Conversion 34%, Loan 1961 on ee 76 412 0 — 
Local Loans 3°, Stock 192lorafter .. 63% | 414 0 — 
Bank Stock es ee ee ee 248} 416 6 — 
India 44% 1950-55 ee on ee 88} 5 1 6/5 6 0 
India 34% oa os oe os 674 |5 4 0 a= 
India 3% aa — - ee 57} 5 40 
Sudan 44% 1939-73 - ‘x wa 924 |418 0/419 0 
Sudan 4% 1974 .. “ ~ 85} 414 0/417 0 
Transv: aal Government 3/ , Guaranteed 
1923 53 (Estimated lifel9 years) we 80} 315 6/411 0 
Colonial Securities. 
Canada 3% 1938 = - -- | 822 1313 0/418 0 
| Cape of Good Hope 1%, 1916-36 os 91} 47 0 419 6 
| Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929. 49 ‘ 784 4 0;5 10 
Commonwealth of Australia § 99, 1945-75 101 i419 0';419 0 
| Gold Coast 44% 1956 .. : ae oof 1417 0|419 0 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 .. a we 934 | 416 6/417 0 
| Natal 4% 1937 .. i -- O14 |4 7 6/419 0 
| New South Wales 44% 1935 45 ee 914 |418 6|5 3 6 
New South Wales 5‘ y/ 1945 »-65.. ““ 99 |5 1 0/5 1 6 
New Zealand 44°, 1945 ee _ 95} 416 0°'°419 6 
| New Zealand4% 1929... .. ..| 964 |4 3 6/5 1 0 
| Queensland 3}% 1945 .. Y -- 76h | 411 6 5 8 6 
South Africa 4°, 1943-63 in es 87 412 0/416 0 
S. Australia 34° , 1926-36 ais aia 85} 423230185 7 @ 
Tasmania 34° 1920-40.. as we 83 4440/5 2 0 
| Victoria 4% 1940-60 , ie .. | 844 1415 0/419 0 
|  W. Australia 449% 1935-65 e- ee 914 | 419 0/419 6 
Corporation Stocks. 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 or 
at option of Corpn. .. ee oe 624 416 0 ~- 
Bristol 34° 1925-65 ara ~ ae 74} 4140/5 0 0 
Cardiff 34% 1935 a NE «1 & 406\5 2 6 
Croydon 3% 1940-60... ies «ot 48 0/5 1 0 
Glasgow 23° 1925-40 .. aia a 763 |3 5 0/411 0 
Hull 35% 1925.55 1. ow we | HEL 413 OB 1 C 
Liverpool 34°, on or after 1942 at 
option of Corpn. i wa as 3} 415 6 _— 
Ldn. Cty. 24%, Con, Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn 4 ~s oe 53 414 6 — 
Ldn, Cty. 39% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
| option of Corpn. -* 624 416 0 — 
| Manchester 3°, on or afte: r 1941 oe 624 416 0 a 
Metropolitan Water Board 3°, ‘A’ 
1963-2003 ma - - 63} 414 0,414 6 
Metropolitan Water Joard 3% * 3B’ 

1934-2003 “a a ue .. | 633 | 415 0/417 0 
| Middlesex C.C. 34°%, 1927-47... it 48 61|5 0 6 
Newcastle 34°, irredeemable .. oa 743 | 414 0 — 
Nottingham 3° irredeemable .. “a 62} 416 6 — 

} Plymouth 3% 1920 ae ka 68 48 0,419 0O 
Sagiich Salus Prior Charges. 

. Western Rly. 4% Debenture s 81} 418 0 — 

. Western R ly. ! , Rent Charge ue 99} 5 0 6 — 
Gt Western Rly. 5 6 Preference “~ 954 5 5 0 — 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4° Debenture . . 78} |5 1 6 —_ 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4° Guaranteed 774 |5 3 6 —_ 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Ist Preference, 70 [513 6) — 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture .. 814 418 O| _ 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 804 419 6) — 
L. Mid, & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference .. 75} | 5 5 6 | _ 
Southern Railway 4°, Debenture id 814 | 418 0} _ 
Southern Railway 5° ’ Guarantes d +“ 994 5 0 6 _ 
Southern Railway 5% Preference - 944 | 5 & 6 _ 
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MOOT AT THE INNER TEMPLE. 
REVIVAL AFTER 200 YEARS. 
Last Monday night the Inner Temple Hall was filled with 


ben¢ hers, 


interval of 200 years. the revival of the Moot 


barristers, and students to inaugurate after an 


The Lord 


Chancellor presided over the Moot, and the subject chosen 
for argument was not only of legal difficulty, but of public 


interest. It ran as follows :— 


The working bakers in a borough have struck for higher 


wages, 


and the failure of the bakers’ strike is imminent 


owing to bread being brought in from outside the borough 


by lorries belonging to a 


local 


contractor, A.”’ Two 


officials of the local branch of a union of transport workers, 


eR 2 -G 


acting in sympathy with the bakers, but 


without the consent of their union, are putting pressure 


on ‘* A.’s 
‘A ”’ has brought 


’ drivers to refuse to carry the bread. 
an action against 


a”) ae oo” 


claiming an injunction to restrain them from interfering 
with the right of the plaintiff to carry on his business as he 
thinks fit and from inducing his employees to break their 


contracts of service, and damages, 


interlocutory injunction. 


* Counsel’ appearing were : 


Bateson (barrister) and Mr. 


A. 


*‘A” moves for an 


For the plaintiff, Mr. O. L. 
G. Tribe (student); for the 


defendants, Mr. C. Humphreys (barrister), and Mr. H. Hillaby 


(student). 


Both sides were heard and the argument was continued until 
9.25 o’clock, when the Lord Chancellor, without reserving his 


opinion, delivered judgment. 


He granted the interlocutory 


injunction, but without prejudice to what might ultimately 
be established to be the facts when the action came on for trial. 
Then the facts being established the true legal position of the 


parties could be ascertained, and the appropriate 
Costs to be reserved until the trial. 


given. 


judgment 








Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL COURT Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JUSTICE 
ROTA. No. 1. EVE. ROMER, 

Monday ..Jan. 25 Mr. More 443 Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Jolly Mr. More 
fuesday ...... 26 Jolly _ Bloxam More Jolly 
Wednesday .... 27 Ritchie More Jolly More 
Thursday 238 Synge Jolly More : Jolly 
MT bcééa00 29 Hicks Beach Ritchie Jolly More 
Saturday ...... 30 Bloxam Synge More Jolly 

Date. Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JUSTICE Mr. JUSTICE 


ASTBURY. 
Monday ..Jan. 25 Mr. Hicks Beach Mr 


Tuesday cose we Bloxam 
Wednesday .... 27 Hicks Beach 
Thursday 28 Bloxam 
Friday ...cccos BD Hicks Beach 
Saturday ...... 0 Bloxam 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


LAWRENCE RUSSELL. TOMLIN. 
Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Ritchie 
Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 
Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 
Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 


HILARY SITTINGS, 1926. 


(Continued from p. 312.) 
Adjourned Summonses. 
Re Berens, dec Berens-Dowdes- 
well v Holland- Martin 
Re F J Wood Wood v Wood (s.0. 
14 days after House of Lords 
appeal ‘‘Inland Revenue v 
& Fisher ”’) 
Re R Allott Allott v Allott 
Re H H Allott Allott v Couss- 
maker 
Re Thomas Cummings v Brookes 
Re Annesley Davidson v Annesley 
Re Brown’s Settlement Re Reed’s 
Settlement Public Trustee v 
Brown 
Public Trustee v Malcolm 
Re Pickles Pickles v Pickles 


Re Trenow Public Trustee v 


rrenow 
Re Meed Dixon v Richards 
Re Raw Chambers v Taylor 
Re Pullen Taylor v Alloway 
Re Honourable Artillery Co Com- 


passionate Fund tobinson v 
Thomas 

Re Croydon Tramways Co Newn- 

ham v Attorney-Gen 


Re Thresher, dec 
v Channon 

Re Dickinson 
Dickinson 

te Slater Slater v Baker 

Re Robinson Butler v Loft 

Re Northcliffe Arnholz v Hudson 

Re Truman Payne v Brown 

te §6Cassel Public Trustee v 
Mountbatten 

Re Arbitration Act, 
V Ford (sp *( ial case) 

te Haes H acs V Haes 

Simon v Millwall Engineering Co 
ld 

te Hudson Sheffield v Hudson 

Re Finney Westminster Bank Id 
v Shepherd 

Re Barrow Kennedy v Thornton 

te Clarke Titley v Clarke 

te Earl of Stamford & Warrington 
Payne v Grey 

Re Woodhouse Hehir v Gurney 

te Perry Perry v Attorney-Gen 

Re Mullen Smith v Marshall 

Z Smith & Co Id v Widdowson 

Warn v Warn 


Public Trustee 


Cumberbatch v 


1889 Logan 








| 


Before Mr. Justice Romer 
Retained Adjourned Summons 
Re Thomas, dec Thomas v 
Thomas 


Causes for Trial 
(With Witnesses. ) 
R Pr be, de« 


hd) (to be mentioned) 

The Nat Bank Id v Hayward 

Re Cos (C) Act, 1908 & re City 
Lift Assce ( old 

Bodenham v_ Cory-Jones (1 
before Feb 15) 

Commercial Solvents Corpn = v 
Synthetic Products Co Id 

Maidenhead Brick & Tile Co ld v 
\rundell 

Garratt v Sir W G 
Whitworth & Co ld 

Sutton District Water Co v The 

tropolitan Water Board 

Re Blooms ld Sobey v Blooms Id 
& anr 

Fietcher v Bothway 

Seilern Aspang v Bauer (pt hd) 

Potton v Gotto (not before Easter 

Hood Barrs v Frampton, Knight 
& Clayton (s.o, till filing of 
lepositions) 

Craig v Pilbrow 

Phillips v Jenkins 

Re Button & The Trustee Act, 
1893 Button v Read 

W Higgins ld v Northampton C ¢ 

he Lee-on-the-Solent Estate ld v 


Gibbs 


Pease v Pea pt 


Armstrong 


Baker v Boot 

Matthews v Baker 

Strange & Graham ld v Weizmann 

Cowper-Coles v Nicholson 

Metals Reproduction Id v Cowper 
Coles 

Bradley v Shannon 

Varnier v Black 

Laycock v The Midland Bank Id 

Hattersley v Newman 

Stewart v Dent, Allcroft & Co Id 

Wall v Gorin (not before Jan 31) 

Stanfields v Lewis 

Re Smith, dee Smith v Braham 

The City Life Assece Co Id (in 
liquidation) v Sterry 

Harris v Foner 

Thiede v Hillyaird 

Re Cos (C) Act, 1008 & re The 
Greater Britain insce Corpn Id 

Atkinson v Smith 

Gregson v The Franco-British & 
General Trust Id 

Jonas v Elliott 

McMorland v Bury 

Bell v Mainzer 

Re Daniel Murphy 
Murphy 

Re H C Stephens 
Stephens 

John Wright & Eagle Range Id v 
General Gas Appliances Id 

Barnett v State 

Last-Smith v Nettleton 

Briscoe v Bessant 

Re Grunning, dec 
Schuster 

Katz v Bloomenfeld 

Richards v Davey 

Baelz v Public Trustee (security 
ordered) 

Re Co 
Son & Co Id 


Murphy v 


Stephens v 


Herbert Whitworth Id vy Cooper, 


Hindson & Co 

Greater Britain Insce Co Id v 
North British & Mercantile 
Insce Co Id 

Doughty v King 


Herbert Whitworth ld w ¢ oper, 


Hindson & Co 


Grunning v 


(C)Act, 1908 & re Harrison, 





Liberson Read & Brew 
Pearson 

Gates v Cowling 

Rendell v Hygienic Stores 

Kusnetzoff v Gane 


Smith v Pickles 

Mathieson v Burrup, Mathieson & 
Co Id 

Cleaver v London Warming Co Id 

Cohen v Samuel 

Sexty v Sexty 

Story v Story 

Godfrey v British Oxygen Co ld 
& A Warden & Co 

Bearcroft v Bearcroft 

Barnes v Wray 

Simon Carves ld v Nortons (Tivi- 
dal ) Id 

Brentnall v Hunt 

lles v Chaleo Id 

Southern Publishing Co Id v 
Bowkett 

Lemon v Downie 

Wrensted v Beardmor 

Bathurst v Beardmore 

MeIntosh v Consolidated Enter- 
tainments Id 

The (Juasi Are Co Id v Ebbrell 

Innes & Sons v Smith 

Wardle v Rennoldson 

Jones v Hercomb 

Sparks v Booth 


Before Mr. Justice TOMLIN, 
Retained Adjourned Summonses, 
Re Parkhurst Graham v Hart 

(s.o. for Attorney-Gen) 
Re Birkin Bromley v Hutchinson 
(fixed for Jan 11) 

Re Hargreaves Hulton v Fane 
(to be mentioned on Jan 11) 
Re Halley's Marriage Settlement 
Hands v Halley (pt hd) (for 
Jan 11) 
Re Braham 
(restored) 


Braham v Braham 


Assigned Adjourned Summons, 
Re Houghton’s Patent & re Patent 


& Designs Acts, 1907 & 1919 
(fixed for Jan 11) 
Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses.) 
Gold Fields American Develop 


ment Co Id v Consolidated Gold 
Fields of South Africa Id 

Attorney-Gen v The County of 
London Electric Supply Co Id 
sush v Sarkis (resfored) 

Engelbert, Hardt & Co v The 
Public Trustee (not before 
Jan 20) 

Alfred Bates & Co Id v Grange 
(not before Feb 15) 

Richardson v Tee 

Pennington v Caley 

Champagne Heidsieck & Co v 
Scotts 

Western Electric Co ld v Foot 

Re J Taylor Taylor v Taylor 

Davis v Austin Reed Id 

Epsom Rural District Coun il v 
Pa ser 

Masters v Collett 

Malcolm Macdonald Id v Driscoll 

Tivoli Palace Id v Hepworth 
Picture Plays (1922) Id 

Re Westminster Bank Id Ply- 
mouth Cordage Co v McLean 

Ingram v Ingram 

Dunlop Rubber Co Id v 
& Co Id 

Elliott v Peares 

Parmella v Fawkes 

A R Atkey & Co Id v Oscroft 


irton v Smith 


{A Booth 


B 
Re Spicers Id Spicer v The 


Cr ympany 
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Brown v Ca Neufeldt 
‘o ld v Nugent 
The Salt Union Id v Bell 
Mortimore Linton 
Friedenthal, «ds 
Friedenthal 
Marshall's 
Marshal! v Marshall 
Pettit v Laycock 
Kelsey v Cullimor 
Sennett v Thomas Cre 
tipley v Blakeborough Re 
Hughes-Onslow V Illustrated 
London News & Sketch Id 
De Vries v Barnard 
Bunting v Murray 
Hall v_ Sterling 
Electric Co Id 
Bailey v Bailey 
Thorpe Head & ¢ 
Head 


Courage & ( 
bi Id 

ld 
i 


te well v 


lk Set tleme Trust 


nt 
Ward v 

Re J H 

Brown 


ysse V 


Fee 

Poths v 

lel phon Marsh v 

Anson v 
Fordyce 
Kelsey 


APPEALS 


App ils from County ¢ 


AND 


yurt 


MOTIONS IN 


to be heard by 


Bankruptcy, pending 3lst December, | 
Re a Debtor (No 9 of 1924) 
Debtor v 
Creditor & The 
(Kent, Maidstone) 


Re Levin Expte B Levin, The | 
Debtor V A J Adams, The 
Trustee (Lanca Manche | 


ter) (s.o. generally) | 


I he 


hire, 


phones 
Contraflo Eng Co Id 


Booth v 
Workers 

Essex County Council v Debenam 

The Tavoy Concessions Id 


Krauss 

Patents & Designs Acts, re The V 
Application of the Electric Boat 
Co 


Overend 


N 


Marsh 


Preston v Raphael Tuck & Sons Id 


V 


BANKRUPTCY 


1 Divisional Court sitting in 


v The Wireless 
Distributing Co Id 
G&J Weir 


Head Re Mudd 


S Ce Cree 


Amalyamated Marin 1925 Expte The 


Union 


Motions in 


de Brown Vv 


Brown, 


Executor of H 
Re Wheeler 
lorris The Trustee’ v 


“ » Cohen 
Beecham 


Skelt 


t 
Knowlden , 


Bourci 

Cookson 
Siddall (s.0, 

Wisenthal 
Osborne, The 
Kinsk I 


Re 
925 


Expte 
The Petitioning 
Official Receiver 


The 
Re C 
The 


Trustee v 
ope:r 


hxpt« Fr 
Trustee v Oetzmann & Co Id 


Expte The Trustee 
(Surrey, Cr 
B F M (Debtors), 
Official 
ceiver v The Debtors (Yorkshire, Vv 
Kingston-upon- Hull) 


Sankruptcy for hearing before the 


Re Smith Expte Morison & Smith 
LR Dicksee, The Trustee & 
Collbran 
Official Receiver (s.0. generally) 


Expte 


Re Flattau Expte W AJ Osborne, 
A Gordon 


S Salaman, 


rydon) 


Confidential 
ld & A Newton 

Expte S P Child, The 
Trustee v Wiseman (pt hd) 
Expte A H Hadden, 
The Trustee v A Cenni (pt hd) 
Expte The Debtor v 
generally) 
Expte 
Truster 


Re a Debtor (No 38 of 1925) 
Expte The Debtor v The Peti- 
tioning Creditor & The Official 

Receiver (Norfolk, Norwich) | 

Armstrong Expte B Lipton ld 
The Trustee (Cumberland, 

Whitehaven) 


No 48 of 


Re R 


i 


Judge, pending 3lst 
December, 1925. 

Re Wisenthal Expte W A J 
Osborne, The Trustee v J H 
Taylor 

Re Apfel Expte Sir H J de C 
Moore, The Trustee v H Davids 

| & Co 

Re Levy Expte H J Veitch, The 

| 


and 


O Mile 8, 


Trustee v Katz 
Re Permutt Expte A Willmott, 
The Trustee v P S Booth 
Wills Expte The Official 
teceiver, The Trustee v P § 
Robins 
Re Kreiger Expte M Hyams, The 
Trustee v Appell 
Re Levy Expte H J Veitch, The 
Trustee v Leigh Knight (Brad- 
ford) ld 
Radio Cash Stores Expte C 
Latham, The Trustee v Hough- 
tons Id (s.o. generally) 


Re 


WwW 


> 
ve 








KING'S BENCH 
HILARY 


cl 


DIVISION 
SITTINGS, 1926 
PAPRI 

Hearing 


OWN 
For 

The King v | Comms of 

» King v il Commrs of 
King v i r of Healt) 

Northwood & a ¥ London County Cour special 
Case under Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Com 
pensation) Act 1919. Oct, 27 

Mayor &c of Kensington Vv 

Kolfe v Hewitt 

Ciough Cook ‘ 

The King v BR 

Watson & ant 

Keati " 

Rindby v Br 

Same v Cook 

Ballard v Horton 

rhe King v Manby 

West v Davidson 

rhe King v Overseer 

Selby v Atkins 

Fryett v Goldsmith 

Prestatyn UL D ¢ 


Alles 


ld v Noble (Southend-on-s« ‘ 
ev Cashmore 

. Fully & anr (We 
Austin v Elkan (Wandswort! 
Corti & ors v J & K Zetland 
Wahler v Nat Publishing & 

Id (Houle, Garnishee) (Wesetn 
Pollak v Donald Campbell & 
Bunge & Co ld (Selle \ 

(Buyers) 
kK A Ronadsen & Son Willi 
Catto v Curr’ Brentford (¢ 
*hillips v Alder (Mayor's « 
Williams v Sir R McAlpine & 
Parker v Miller (Westminster Count 
Haarer v Rich (Newton Abbot Count 
Marsh v Porter (Birmingham County 
Mitchell v Mitchell (Brampton Cor 
Langley v London General Omnibu 

County Court) 
Alrewas Millsld v I 

Court) 

Blouet v Cowper reditch ¢ 

Fitch v Martin & anr (Croydon ( 

Guardians of Pontypridd Union v 
County Court) 

Pollak v Donald Campbell & Ce 

Globe & Simpson Id v Globe & 
Court) 

Gabela v Vergottis & Co 

Vereker v Taylor 

W. Woolliscroft & Sons v The London 

Scottish Ry Co (Hanley County Court) 
Willetta v King (Birmingham County Court 
Harrington v Jackson (Croydon County ¢ 
Mavor. &c of Newark v Clark (Newark County C« 
Gill v, Bates (Watford County Court) 

Howell v Evans (Cardiff County ¢ 
King v Dametson (Marylebone County 
Wilson & apr v The de la Rue & Cold 

Court) 

Cobb v Malby (Edmonton County (+ 
Saffron Walden ete. & District Farmers 

Grose 
Lask v Cohen & anr 
Coultas v Briggs (Scarborough ¢ 
Hess v Hunt 


Vinolia Co nty Court 


inater 


City 


irt 
outhwark 


IN Smith & ¢ unty 


Midland 


yurt) 
urt 


ma 


urt) 


ounty Court 


Court) 
Margate 


Ewin v Churchill (Lambeth County 

S M Constructional Co ld v Lunn 
Court) 

same V 

Dixon v 

In the 


County 


urt) 

urt 

nsolidation) Act 
Drage & Sons Id 
mpton County 


Parry (Margate County ( 
Kay & ors (York County Ce 
matter of the Companies (( 
ind In the matter of Joht 
Palmer & anr v Knight rtl 

(‘ourt) 
Wilson v Walters (Reading Cou ‘ 
Campbell v Lill (Wandsworth County ¢ 
Field & anr v Browne (lortsm 
Waters v Higham & ors 
Koadma ke t Co ld v Josef 
Gott v Speizer & anr (The | 

ld ¢ t 


urt) 
urt 


unty Court 


Investment (Cc 


bh 

(a ‘ Kerston 
i rt) 

| Poole (Mayors & Cit) 

v Morley (Spalding County 

ne Vv Cull (Portamouth County 

Same v Same 

Jessel v Barton-Jayne (Westminste! 

Legh v Legh (Marylebone County ( 

same V Sariue ; 

Toates v Toate 

Outerbridge v 


( dson (Shored 
Hunik «& 


Sheltor 


Sway 


8 (Peterborough Cet 
Outerbricce W 
ld v 
rt 
ur & Oakley Vv Kew 
vp Vv London & North Fa 
( nty Court 
Johnson v London Midland & Scot 
County Court) 
Jones v Tommey 
barrett Alfred 
Cleeves We 
Waddell & Cr 
Chalmers v He: 
Bennett v Lea 
County Court 
lomlin & anr v Sir Lindsay Park 
ford County Court) 
idecke v Allin (Felixstowe ¢ nt 


Cummi 


Le Brasee 
bir 


Bloomsbury Ce 

Westminster ¢ 

Valley Anthi 
ld 


tert 
™ eta 
nt | 


n-Sol 


SPECIAL PAPE! 


Sun Shipping Co ld v Wats« 
Avency Id 
JT Levitt ld v 
Same V Same 
Robert McAlpine & 

Manchester 
Ickenham Parochial Church ¢ 
ld 


south 


Hornsea t I] ¢ 


Son Mayor, A of 


Sif 


ouncil v Allen, Liversidge 


Australian Voluntary Wheat lool v Owners of 
iol 


ss R 


Comptoir Commercial d’Imyortaticn v Baudin 


ISSUES UNDER THE UNEMPLOYMENT 


INSURANCE ACT bunt 


APYEAIL AND 

In the Matter of an appln by Lloyds Bank Id (de 
Hibberd) 

In the Matter of an appin by It ram 
Board Ine. (de Elliott) 


MOTIONS 


e Lnemployment 


W V Bowater & Sons Id v Hinek 
Jones v Foy 


MENT 
mp «A 


FO! 
anr 


REVENUE PArel 
ENGLISH INFORMATION 
Attorney-General and The Most N« 
lith Duke of Bedford, K.G 
Attorney-General and The Kt Hon 
Baroness Clifford of Chudleigh & ors 


ble Herbrand, 


Mabel Anne 


| 
} 


CASES STATED. 
fhe Plymouth Mutual Co-operative and Industrial 
Soe Id and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
rhe Charterland & General Exploration & Finance Co 
Id and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
John Pettitt Walker Ogilvie and Harry Kelton Barron 
(H.M. Inspector of Taxes) 
John Hall and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
G C 8 Machon (H.M. Inspector of Taxes) and James 
McLoughlin 
Eustace H Watson and H I 
of Taxes) 
Thos & John Brocklebank 
Inland Revenue 
rhe Executors of the Earl of Jersey (dec) and F Bassom 
(H.M. Inspector of Taxes) 
Earl of Derby and F Bassom (H.M. Inspector of 
Taxes) 
Sungei Siput Rubber Plantations ld and The Commrs 
of Inland Revenue 
The Owl Mill Company (1920) 
(H.M. Inspector of Taxes) 
ve Commrs of Inland Revenue and Tom Wright 
e Commrs of Inland Revenue and Brigadier-General 
k S D’ Ewes Coke 
K Elliott (H.M. Inspector of Taxes) and The Duchess 
Mill ld 
t L Boyd & Son Id and J B Stephen (H.M. Inspector 
of Taxes) 
fhe Liverpool Corn Trade 
(H.M. Inspector of Taxes) 
Herbert Lionel Reed (H.M 
s James Seymour 
E D Ewart (H.M. Inspector of Taxes) and Burgess Bros 
Charles Knight Roberts (H.M. Inspector of Taxes) and 
Aubrey George Goodrich Hanks 
The Commrs of Inland Revenu 
Soundy Id 
Nielson, Andersen & Co 
Inspector of Taxes) 
W J Tarn and D Scanlan (Surveyor of Taxes) 
rhe South African Brewerics ld and W 8 Best (H.M. 
Inspector of Taxes) 
W 8 Best (H.M. Inspector of 
African Hotels Id 
Dunkleys Id and The Comumrs of Inland Revenue 
William Barrow & A E Silvester (H.M. Inspector of 
Taxes) 


Rowles (H.M. Inspector 


Id and The Commrs of 


Id and H W Croft 


ri 
th 


Assoc Id and W. Monks 


Inspector of Taxes) and 


and Litchfield & 


and J W Collins (H.M. 


laxes) and The South 


DEATH DUTIES—SHOWING CAUSE 
in the Matter of Arthur George Earl of Wilton, dec 
In the Matter of John William Atkinson, dec 
In the Matter of George Eli North, dec 
In the Matter of Annie Sharpe, dec 
in the Matter of George Bone, dec 


RIGHT 
King 


PETITION OF 


orge Constantinesco v The 
LICENSING (CONSOLIDATION) 
ACT, 1910 

Id and The 
The Bath Tavern,” 


PETITIONS UNDER THI 


Commrs of Inland 
Leaf Street, 


Whitnall 
(in re 


Groves & 
Revenue 
Hulme) 

Same and 
Barton Street, Hulme) 

Same and Same (In re “ The Throstle’s Nest,”” Lower 
Moss Lane, Hulme) 

Same and Same (In re 
Street, Manchester) 

Same and Same (In re 
Road, Hulme) 

Same and Same (In re “ The Concert Inn,” Temple 
Street, Chorlton-on-Medlock) 

Same and Same (In re “ The Stag Inn,” 
Street, Hulme) 


In re “The Bridgewater Arms,” 


Sali 


* The Oddfellows’ Arms,” Berry 


“The Prince of Wales,” City 


Clarendon 














